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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Gzrorcr Burvi. Rasuteien, barrister, has been 
‘appointed principal secretary to the Master of the Rolls, 
in succession to Mr. G. T. Jenkins, appointed one of 
‘the Clerks of Records and Writs. Mr. Rashleigh was 
called to the bar in Michaelmas Term, 1873. 





THe sELECT comMiTrEE of the House of Commons 
appointed to consider the Land Titles and Transfer 
Question are continuing their sittings under the presi- 
dency of Mr. Osborne Morgan, Q.0., M.P. They have 
examined, in addition to several country solicitors of 
high repute and standing, Mr. Pickard, the deputy- 

trar of the West Riding of Yorkshire ; Mr. Wolsten- 

e, the eminent conveyancer; Sir Robert Torrens, 
and other gentlemen practically conversant with the 
colonial and Scotch systems of conveyancing. In view, 
however, of the magnitude of the subject and the large 
number of witnesses who have still to be examined, it is 
Rot probable that their labours will be concluded before 
the House rises. In that event the committee will ask 
pore.to sit again next session inorder to continue its 





THERE ARE soME omissions in the report of the Incor- 

porated Law Society for which it is difficult to account, 
except on the supposition that the council room is com- 
paratively undisturbed by the currents of professional 
opinion. If there is one professional grievance more than 
another which calls for remedy it is the condition of the 
Middlesex Registry. No one can be found-to maintain 
that the state of that institution is satisfactory; as Mr. 
Joshua Williams, Q.C., has stated in ourcolumns, “every- 
one complains of the Middlesex Registry.’”’” The searches, 
as Mr. Farrer explained to the Land Transfer Com- 
missioners, ‘“‘ occasion great trouble and some expense, 
and in many cases are impracticable.’ London and 
Middlesex solicitors have to bear the annoyance 
caused by the present state of the index, yet in 
the report of a society, by far the largest number of 
the supporters of which are London and Middlesex 
solicitors, there is not one word about the Middlesex 
Registry! On all the numerous occasions in which, 
according to the report, the council have “ placed them- 
selves in communication” with exalted personages and 
public bodies, it does not appear that any reference 
has been made to this grievance. Nor, with re- 
gard to the questions raised by the Dimsdale frauds, 
does it appear that the council “placed themselves in 
communication” with anyone or took any other steps 
before Mr. Osborne Morgan took up the matter; and 
the only opinion expressed by them on the subject, 
besides the obvious remark that on many branches of the 
question solicitors alone can give valuable and practical 
information, is the highly novel and instructive sentiment 
that “it greatly concerns the interests of the profession 
that there should not be any rash or ill-considered 
legislation.” In last year’s report it was stated that 
the Lord Chancellor, while declining to support Sir 
H. M. Jackson’s Costs Bill, had intimated his readiness 
to consider such classes of cases and of costs generally 
as the society and the country law societies might think 
involved peculiar hardship. What means have been 
adopted to take advantage of this proposal? So far as 
appears from this year’s report, none. On the subject 
of obtaining an authoritative sanction for a scale of 
conveyancing costs, although the society was requested 
by resolution of the Associated Provincial Societies in 
March last, to endeavour to induce the Lord Chan- 
cellor to decide on the proposals for a scale then 
before him, not a word appears on the subject in the 
report. There are other matters we could mention 
which are conspicuous by their absence from the report, 
and unless the council have modestly concealed their 
activity it can hardly be said that their year’s labours 
show any very important result. 





On ont MATTER the report expresses a decided opinion. 
The council adopt the view of the provisions of the Bills 
of Sale Bill which ‘has been taken in these columns, 
They pronounce clause 6 to be “ unnecessary, and calcu- 
lated to be most obnoxious to the proprietors of large 
manufactories, mills, ironworks, and the like,” and they 
fail ‘‘ to see why a mortgage should be registered to en- 
title the mortgagee to the fixtures and other incidents of 
the property mortgaged, where registration and publica- 
tion of such mortgage is not required to pass the property 
itself.” “We do not understand, however, what is meant 
by the remark that the clause “would make it impossible 
for such owners [?.¢., proprietors of large manufactories, 
&c.] to obtain ‘advances from’ their bankers on deposit 
of the deeds, as other owners of property can do.” The 
clause'would make it imipossible for the owners of manu- 
factories to obtain such’ large’ ‘advances as they have 
hitherto done ; but what is there in it to prevent an ad- 
vance from being made on deposit of deeds to the value 
of the shell of the building, exclusive of the fixtures? 





Tar Innxesrsrs’ Brix, to’which we referred last week, 
was read a second’ time in’ the House of Lords on Tues- 
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day last, apparently without discussion ; but we venture 
to think that neither Lord Henniker, who moved the 
second reading, nor the Attorney-General, who authorized 
him to state that the provisions of the Bill “ were by no 
means unreasonable,” apprehended the full nature of the 
change proposed to be effected. To the mere conferring 
on innkeepers of the right of sale, to which it was finally 
settled by the Court of Appeal in Mulliner v. Florence 
(26 W. R. 885), they were not entitled, we have, as we re- 
marked last week, no objection to offer, except that inn- 
keepers have long flourished without any such right. But 
weare unabletosee why the Legislature should conferupon 
innkeepers the right to sell goods which they have de- 
tained under their lien, not only for the bill in respect 
of which they are kept, but for any debt whatever which 
may be due from the guest totheinnkeeper. At present, 
as Lord Justice Brett observed in Mulliner v. Florence, 
an innkeeper cannot detain goods of guests in respect of 
former unpaid accounts. But if the Bill passes into law, 
the innkeeper will be able to keep the goods in respect 
of the last account, and sell them to realize the amount, 
not only of that account, but also of any previous account 
or debt which may be unpaid. It should be provided 
that the sum for which the sale is made shall not exceed 
that in respect of which the goods may be kept by the 
innkeeper under his lien. 





Tue course which has been taken with reference to the 
Criminal Code Bill, of referring it to a commission com- 
posed of Lord Blackburn, Mr. Justice Lush, and Sir J. F. 
Stephen, will give the country the assurance of a most 
acute and careful investigation ef the measure. And 
if the learned members of the commission could, before 
the ensuing long vacation, send a circular, with a copy 
of the Bill, to all the judges, recorders, stipendiary 
magistrates, and leading members of the common law 
bar, and the Justices’ Clerks’ Society, inviting criticisms 
and suggestions, there would be little fear that any 
weak point in the Bill would remain undiscovered. The 
code, when placed before Parliament after undergoing this 
revision, should be accompanied with an exact statement 
of all the alterations proposed to be effected by it in the 
existing law; for while it may be true, as Sir J. F. 
Stephen once said, that Parliament could no more under- 
take to scrutinize the details of a Codification Bill than 
to paint a picture, it is of great importance that changes 
in the criminal law should receive the deliberate, and 
not merely formal, sanction of the popular assembly. 


THERE IS, WE BELIEVE, BUT ONE OPINION in the profes- 
sion on the appointment of Mr. Arthur Wilson as 
&@ puisne judge of the High Court of Judicature at 
Calcutta. The office is one which requires intimate 
knowledge of commercial law and grasp of legal 
principles, and, unless all expectations prove delusive, 
these requirements will be found to be fulfilled in an 
eminent degree by the new judge. We anticipate for 
Mr. Wilson a brilliant judicial career. 





A cvriosrry in the history of criminal law has been 
pointed out to us in a recent volume of the Acts of the 
Island of Barbadoes. In 1873 an Act was passed con- 
taining a section providing that “ whereas in certain 
old Acts of the island penalties are imposed and made 
payable in sugar, it shall be lawful to commute such 
penalties into money at the rate of ten shillings for 
every hundred pounds of sugar.” 





The Glasgow News says that sevoral of the London con- 
mituents of the Lord Advocete have invited him to a 
dinner to be held at St, Stephen's Club on Wednesday, the 
17th inst. Lord Gordon bas promised to’ preside, 
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THE REPORT OF THE LEGAL OFFIORg. 
COMMITTEE. 


i, 


Ture has been an extraordinary delay in placing befor. 
Parliament and the profession the results arrived at by 
the committee appointed in March, 1877, to considg. 
the effect of the Judicature Acts upon the administr, 
tive offices of the courts of justice. The report bears no. 
date, but we have reason to believe it was presented som. 
months ago. It was not laid before Parliament for soms 
considerable time, and after being laid before Parliament 
it was not printed forsometime longer. Copies were, yp. 
believe, supplied to members of Parliament on Tu i 
but up to Thursday none could be obtained at the usu 
depositories for parliamentary papers. We hope t 
print the report in extenso next week, and to discuss ity 
provisions in connection with the evidence, but in th 
first instance an outline of the recommendations of thy. 
commissioners may be useful. 

The leading suggestion is the repetition of the recom, 
mendation of the Legal Departments’ Commission thy 
a central office for the Supreme Court should be estab. 
lished ; that this office should be under the control an 
supervision of masters of the Supreme Court, and thy 
the business and staffs of the following offices should ly 
transferred to the new office: the Record and Writ Clerky 
Office, the Enrolment Office, the Report Office, and @ 
offices of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, Exchequa, 
and Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divisions, exeep 
the staff employed solely on the non-contentious pm. 
bate business. The offices to be transferred will inclu& 
the Bills of Sale Office, the Crown Office, the Queens 
Remembrancer Office, the Registry of Certificates 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women, ty 
Registry of Judgments, to which should be added the 
Registry of County Court Judgments; and that afte 
such transfer the business of the central office should 
divided into convenient departments, to each of whichs 
distinct portion of the business should be allotted; f& 
instance, there should be a writ department, an appear 
ance department, a rule department, a taxing 
department, a judgment department, and the lik, 
It will be observed that the registrar's office m 
Chancery, and the taxing offices in Chancery, are not pm 
posed to be transferred. The control of the centnl 
office, the committee think, should be left for arrange 
ment among the masters, but they suggest that oned 
the masters, selected in rotation or otherwise, should 
in attendance at the central office for reference on any 
questions as to the conduct of business or regulation 
the discipline of the office. 

The committee then proceed to consider the questions 
that have arisen with reference to the several office 
proposed to be transferred, They pronounce the Record 
and Writ Office overmanned for the ordinary mm 
of business, and think a considerable reduction ia 
numbers might be effected. The heads should & 
transferred to the central office and have the supet- 
vision of departments, but on vacancies occurring 
their places should not: be filled up. ‘We all know how 
this recommendation has been recently disregarded. 
The business of the offices of the Queen’s Bench, Com 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, for writs, app2at- 
ances, rules, and judgments, should, in the opinion of 
the commissioners, be conducted in common, without 
distinction of divisions, but (as above noticed) the 
office should be divided into distinct departments 
for writs, appearances, rules, and judgments, 
seats in each being divided into alphabetical div 
sions, at which business should be transacted according 
to the names of the plaintiffs in the actions. As @ 
the masters, the committee think that they should be 
relieved from the duty of attending the di 
courts, except as regards Crown business, and tha 
their place in court should be taken by a com 
clerk from the Rule Department, By this change t# 
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‘gommittee think it may be possible to reduce the 
number of masters by two. They recommend that the 
ypasters should no longer be assigned to divisions; 
that the Crown Office should form a separate depart- 
- gent under the Queen’s Coroner and a master specially 
/ qsigned to it, and that the registrars of the Pro- 
tate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division should 
asume the name and position of masters, but 
that the four present probate registrars should be 
ially assigned to the probate business. The com- 
mittee further advise that a taxing department should 
 peestablished in the central office for the taxation of 
costs in all divisions of the High Court except in the 
Chancery Division. The taxing offices in chancery, as 
- already stated, are excepted from the proposed fusion of 
the offices. As to the Associates’ Office, the commissioners 
recommend that on the next vacancy the number of 
these officers be reduced to two, and that the offices 
should be held “ by gentlemen of good position.” 

As to judges’ chambers, the committee think that the 
existing staff of chamber clerks is at present sufficient 
todo the work at judges’ chambers, except sometimes 
during the circuits, but they recommend that as 

~ vacancies arise their places should be supplied by a 
permanent staff of clerks to be selected from the general 
étaff of the central office, and that such clerks shall 
execute the duties of issuing summonses, drawing up 
orders, and all other duties at judges’ chambers. They 
think the number of these clerks need not exceed nine, 
and they advise that solicitors should be permitted to 
draw up summonses. It will be remembered that the 
committee of judges made a like recommendation. With 
a suggestion that the junior clerk of the judge at 
chambers should assist in the issuing of summonses, the 
recommendations as to judges’ chambers come to an 
end. Probably this rather feeble result is due to the 
knowledge that a committee of judges were to report 
on that subject. 

As to the clerks the committee are of opinion that, 
with certain exceptions, a uniform classification of clerks 
would be practicable within the central office, but not 
throughout the legal departments. They wish to lay 
considerable emphasis on the advantages that would 
accrue to the public service by the complete interchange- 
ability of the clerks between the various departments, 
Whereby uniformity of practice in the initial and other 
proceedings in all matters would be obtained, and such 
minor differences of practice as had hitherto existed 
between the different divisions will gradually disappear. 

Tn their “ general recommendations,” the committee 
suggest that the masters should be appointed in rotation 
by the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Master of the 
Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, the 
lord Chief Baron, and the President of the Probate 
Division, with the exception of the Queen’s Coroner, and 
the master assigned to his department, who should be 
appointed by the Lord Chief Justice of England. The 
associates, they think, should be appointed by the Presi- 
dents of the Common Law Divisions. 








It is said that the United States Government have resolved 
to disregard the provisions of the Postal Union Treaty with 
regard to the delivery of book packets, and that orders have 
been given to stamp all such packets “ Undeliverable,” and 
to return them. 


The following are the special questions for discussion at 
the forthcoming Sooial Science Congress :—International and 
Municipal Law Sections.—1, The codification of the criminal 
law with special reference to the Attorney-General’s Bill. 
2. Simplification of the evidence of title to real property by 
record of title or otherwise. 3. Whether the extinction of 
all customary and other special tenures and the limitation 
of leasehold terms are not desirable? Repression of Crime 

tion.—1. Should the summary jurisdiction of magistrates 
farther extended P 2. The consideration of the proceed- 
ings of the Stockholm International Prison Congress. 








REMOTENESS OF DAMAGE IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE HABITS OF ANIMALS. 


Tux case of Firth v. Bowling Fron Company (26 W. R. 
558, 3 C. P. D. 254) is a somewhat grotesque illustration 
of the difficulties that arise with regard to the law of 
damages. The defendants were sued under the following 
circumstances :—Their predecessors in title had fenced 
their land with wire rope, and the defendants allowed 
this fence to remain, and from time to time partially 
repaired it. From long exposure the strands of the 
wires composing the rope decayed, and pieces of it fell 
to the ground and Jay hidden in the grass of the 
adjoining pasture occupied by the plaintiff. The 
plaintiff's cow grazing there swallowed ons of these 
pieces, and died in cénsequence. It was held that the 
defendants were liable to compensate the plaintiff for 
the loss of the cow. Reliance was placed for the 
defendants on the case of Wilson v. Newbery (20 W. R. 
111, L. R. 7 Q. B. 31), but the Common Pleas Division 
held, we think rightly, that that case was not analogous 
to the one before them. In Wilson v. Newbery all that 
was alleged was that the defendant was possessed of a 
yew tree, the clippings of which he knew to be poisonous, 
and it thereupon became his duty to prevent the clip- 
pings being placed on land not occupied by him, and 
that he took so little care of the clippings that the 
same were placed upon land not occupied by him, whereby 
the horses of the plaintiff were poisoned. The attempt 
there was to bring the case within the doctrine of 
Fletcher v. Rylands (14 W. R. 799, L. R. 3 H. L. 330), 
viz., that whenever a person has or maintains some- 
thing of a dangerous or noxious character‘on his ground 
he is bound to keep it in. But it is obvious that the 
facts, as stated on the declaration, did not give rise to 
the application of the doctrine, becanse it has never 
been held that the owner of land, who has upon it any- 
thing dangerous or noxious, guarantees the neighbouring 
landowner against the tortious act of a third party 
causing such dangerous or noxious substance to come 
upon such neighbour's land. It was quite consistent 
with the declaration that a third person had tortiously 
clipped the yew tree, and removed the clippings and 
placed them on the plaintiff's land. The point arose on 
demurrer, and the facts were on the declaration so very 
much at large that the decision does not seem to be of 
much value as affording any legal principle. 

But though we think it clear that Wilson v. Newbery 
was not an authority in point, we must confess to feeling 
somewhat more difficulty about the law in the case of 
Firth v. Bowling Iron Company than the court seems to 
have found. It is hardly possible seriously to accuse a 
cow of contributory negligence, but a question somewhat 
resembling that of contributory negligence does appear 
to us to come in. Animals have wills and tempers af 
their own, and exceptional idiosyncrasies of their own. 
We fully admit that if the act of the animal which 
concurs to produce the mischief is one which, 
according to the known habits of the class of 
animals, it is likely to do, the person guilty of 
negligence may be taken to have been aware of this 
and to be responsible. If you leave a fence unrepaired 
which you are bound to repair, and an animal in conse- 
quence strays on to your land and is injured by some- 
thing, then you may bo responsible. But suppose that 
the negligence would not have led to the injurious result 
without something altogether odd and exceptional on the 
part of the animal, how then? It scems to us that the 
question whether the damage in Firth v. Bowling [ron 
Company was recdverable depends on the question 
whether, as a matter of experience, cattle grazing would 
ordinarily be likely to swallow pieces of wire lying in the 
grass. If such an accident were an exceptional or extra- 
ordinary occurrence, we should be disposed to think that 
the damage would be too remote. Speaking without any 
special knowledge of the subject, we must confess to 
some surprise that cattle should be ordinarily givea to 
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swallow such substances as large pieces of wire; but it is 
to be observed that the facts of the case in Firth v. Bow- 
ling Iron Company furnished evidence that such is the 
case. The evidence in the case showed that, previously 
to the death of the cow, which formed the subject-matter 
of the action, two heifers of the plaintiff's had met with 
their death in a similar manner. It appears to us that 
the judgment must be based upon the existence of a 
natural probability that cattle grazing on the plaintiff's 
land would meet with the fate that the plaintiff's cow 
met with if pieces of decayed wire were allowed to fall 
into the grass. 

We cannot say that we think the cases cited in 
favour of the plaintiff, such as Fletcher v. Rylands 
and Humphries v. Cousins (25 W. R. 371, 3 ©. P. 
D. 239), have much to do with the question, It 
may be admitted that the owner of land maintaining 
thereon dangerous or noxious matters will be liable for 
the natural consequences of the escape of the same on to 
a neighbour’s land; but the question is, What are the 
natural consequences of such escape? The court passed 
over this question without discussion, Again the case of 
Groucott v. Williams (32 L. J. Q. B. 237), where the 
plaintiff's cattle fell down an unfenced shaft which the 
defendant was bound to fence, and Powell v. Salisbury 
(2 Y. & J. 391), where the plaintiff's beast was killed by 
being attracted to a hayrick so badly constructed that it 
fell and killed the animal, do not seem conclusive author- 
ities, because it appears to us that in those cases the 
damage was clearly the result that might naturally have 
been expected from the ordinary habits of the animals. 
We think that the judgment in Firth v. Bowling Iron 
Company is right on the assumption we have mentioned, 
for which the previous deaths of two heifers from the 
same cause certainly furnished some justification. But 
it seems to us that the true principle which ought to 
govern such cases was hardly sufficiently stated in the 
arguments or judgments. 





TRE NEW CRIMINAL CODE. 
ti. 


Cuarter 13 contains one important section (96), which 
deals with the offence familiarly known as “ compound- 
ing a felony,” and others of a similar character. It 
renders punishable with imprisonment every person 
“who, without an order made by a court or by a judge 
of the Supreme Court of Justice, (2) Agrees in respect 
of any valuable consideration not to prosecute any 
person for any indictable offence for which he 
might be imprisoned with hard labour, or to show 
favour to any person in any such prosecution.” 
This description of the offence is identical with 
that contained in article 158 of Sir J. F. Stephen’s 
Digest, and will, of course, reach every class of offences, 
the abolition (by section 286 of the Code) of the pedantic 
distinction between felonies and misdemeanours removing 
the long-existing doubt (see Roscoe’s Criminal Evidence, 
8th ed., p. 405) whether the compounding of the latter 
is an offence. The section proceeds:—(b) “ Having 
brought, or under colour of bringing or abstaining from 
bringing, an action against any person under any penal 
statute in order to obtain from him any penalty, com- 
pounds the said action without order or consent of the 
court, or corruptly abstains from bringing it, whether 
any offence has, in fact, been committed or not.” This 
language, with the addition of the words “ or corruptly 
abetains from bringing it,” is reproduced from article 
159 of the Digest, which the author describes in a note 
as the 18 Eliz. c. 5, 0s. 4, 5, “very much compr 3" 
the last mentioned words being inserted in consequence 
of the decision in Reg. v. Best, 2 Moo,124, The third 


branch of the offence is the suing “any person in the 
. name of a fictitious plaintiff, or in the name of a real 
Champerty snd 


person, but without his authority.” 





maintenance, and being “‘a common barrator” are, by 
section 97, to be no longer crimes, 

The 14th chapter deals with “offences against x, 
ligion.” Section 98 attempts no specific definition of, 
“ blasphemous libel” ; the question whether any public, 
tion falls within that description is to be a question of fact, 
The section protects (except in the case of a clergymm 
charged with an ecclesiastical offence before » 
ecclesiastical court), the bond fide expression of, or thy 
attempt to establish by bond fide arguments, any opinig 
on a religious subject. Although the general offence jy 
left without a definition, the law on the subject willl, 
greatly simplified, the chief alteration being that bong 
Jides, rather than a decent mode of expression, will pr. 
vent an expression of what would otherwise be om. 
sidered blasphemous opinions from being punishable, 
The two following sections deal with the respectiy 
offences of ‘‘ assaulting ministers of religion,” and di, 
turbing public worship, but do not appear to establish 
any innovations in the law. 

Chapter 15 is headed ‘‘ offences against morality, 
and includes unnatural offences, but not rape, the latty 
offence being dealt with in a later part of the code as, 
private injury, and not as an act injurious to the publi, 
Section 103 provides for the punishment of “ publy 
indecencies,” and puts an end to the controversies whid 
have arisen in so many cases as to what is “a publi 
place.” ‘Any grossly indecent act” is to be punish 
able if. done ‘‘in any place to which the public have « 
are permitted to have access, or which is so situated thi 
what passes there can be seen by any considerable nun. 
ber of persons if they happen to look, or who does ay 
such act in any place, intending thereby, or so as toix 
sult or offend any person or persons by whom he know, 
or has reasonable grounds for knowing, that such a 
will or may be observed.” The second clause is evidently 
framed to meet the case of a person indecently exposing 
his person at a window which, though not looking upa 
a public street or place, can be seen by persons from 
other windows, which was the actual state of facts i 
R. v. Thallman (12 W. R. 88, L. & C. 236), and the lat 
clause would apply to an indecent exposure i 
private, which has not hitherto been an indictable 
offence. 

Section 104 deals with the offence of publicly selling 
(or exposing for sale) an indecent book, picture, or othe 
object, or publicly exhibiting a disgusting object. Th 
offence must be committed “knowingly and without 
justification, and justification is thus defined: ‘* A perso 
is justified in publishing or exhibiting such things as are 
hereinbefore referred to if their publication or exhibition 
is, in the opinion of the jury, for the public good, # 
being necessary or advantageous to religion or morality, 
to the administration of justice, the pursuit of science, 
literature, or art, or other object of general interest; 
but the justification ceases if the publication or exhibi- 
tion is made in such a manner, to such an extent, o 
under such circumstances, as to exceed what the public 
good, in the opinion of the jury, requires in regard to the 
particular matter published or exhibited. The motives ot 
the publisher or exhibitor in making any such publication 
or exhibition are immaterial.” This definition is almost 
identical with that given in article 172 of the Digest, 
with the prefix “submitted,” the only additions being 
the words ‘‘in the opinion of the jury,” and the pro- 
vision as to the immateriality of the motive. The latter 
addition has doubtless been made to maintain the old 
presumption of law that every person is responsible for 
the natural consequences of his own acts. The respou- 
sibility of the jury in prosecutions under this action will 
be very great, since no general rule is laid down. Iné 
case resembling Reg. v. Bradlaugh, or the “ Conf 
Unmasked” case (2. vy. Hicklin, 16 W. B. 801, L. B.3 
Q B. 360) the direction to be given by the judge will 
not greatly differ from what has hitherto been givet 
and the test of guilt will be this, whether the amoust 
of evil which the public good had in the opinion of the 
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“jury required, has been exceeded by the’ accused 
2 Chapter 16 on “ Common Nuisances,” though contain- 


‘ing only seven sections, is a very comprehensive enact- 
ment. The general offence is (section 108) defined as 


- an act or a series of acts, or an omission to discharge 


-a legal duty (a), which obstructs or causes inconvenience 
-or damage to any of her Majesty’s subjects in the 
exercise or enjoyment of any right common to all of her 
Majesty’s subjects, whether such act or omission is or is 
-not convenient to a number of persons larger than the 
“number so obstrueted, inconvenienced, or damaged, or 
(b) which endangers the life, health, property, or com~ 
fort of the public, or any part of it, either by causing 
danger thereto or by causing a state of things which 
must produce such actual danger unless some person 
_exercises in reference thereto a degree of care, skill, or 
pradence, the continual exercise of which, in such 
-situations is unusual.” This does not appear to intro- 
-duce any innovation. The words “whether such act is 
or is not convenient,’ &c., appear to be founded upon 
-the case of Reg. v. Train (10 W. R. 539, 2 B. & S. 640) 
‘where the laying down of a tramway on a public road 
~was held to be a nuisance, as being a danger and incon- 
venience to the public, and it was also held that 
- evidence showing that the tramway would be a great 
public convenience was inadmissible. The 
(article 176) contains a proviso which is not to be found 
in the code, that “ the fact that the act facilitates the 
lawful exercise of their rights may show that it is not a 
nuisance to any of the public.” The section contains 
several examplesof common nuisances, including exposure 
for sale of food unfit for consumption, making loud noises 
or offensive and unwholesome smells (for the purposes of 
trade or otherwise) so as to annoy a considerable number 
-of persons in exercise or enjoyment of their common 
tights, the obstruction or non-repair of a highway, the 
-diversion or obstruction of a navigable river, keeping 
an inn in a disorderly manner, suffering persons of bad 
‘character to resort to it, or unreasonably refusing to 
entertain in it a properly conducted person ready and 
willing to pay for his entertainment. The remainder of 
“the chapter deals with the offences of keeping disorderly 
houses, including (1) common bawdy houses, (2) com- 
mon gaming houses, (3) common betting houses, and 
(4) disorderly places of entertainment. 


The provisions of the new code as to offences against 
“the person are of great importance. Chapter 18 deals with 
the causing of death by negligence; the infliction of any 

less injury by culpable negligence not being an offence, 
except in the cases thereinafter provided for (section 130). 
By section 127 “everyone upon whom any duty is im- 
posed by law, or who has by contract or by any wrongful 
~act taken upon himself any duty tending to the preser- 
vation of life, and who, without lawful excuse, neglects 
to perform that duty, and thereby causes the death of 
any person, shall be guilty of the same offence as if he 
had caused that person’s death by an act done in the 
state of mind, as to intent or otherwise, which accom- 
panied the neglect of that duty.” The neglect must 
appear to the jury to have been, under the circum- 
stances, culpable, and the section does not extend to the 
omission (though intentional) of anything which it is not 
@ person’s legal duty to do; nor (except in the case 
specified in the following section) is any person to be 


“criminally liable for death caused by the neglect of a 


servant or agent, who is bond file believed by the em- 
ployer to be competent to discharge the legal duty en- 
trusted to him. Section 128 deals thus with omissions 
to provide necessaries : “‘ When a person dies from want 


of any necessary of life which any other person is under 


@ legal obligation to provide for him (whether such 
Obligation is imposed by law or undertaken by contract, 
or incurred by any wrongful act), the death is not 
by neglect . . . unless the person dying is under 
the control of the negligent person; and is unable from 


«age, health, insanity, or any other cause, to withdraw 





himself therefrom, or is prevented from doing so by any 
unlawful means, nor unless he is unable to provide him- 
self with the necessaries for want of which he dies.” 
Further, if a person delegates the discharge of providing 
such necessaries to another person, he must not only 
supply him with the means of discharging the duty, but 
also use ordinary care to see that he discharges it 
properly. 

As the code is now shelved for this session, we propose 
to — for the present our notice of it in one more 
article. 





General Correspondence. 


THE RECORD AND WRIT CLERKS OFFICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Your well-deserved notice of Mr. Braithwaite 
(since republished in the Times) will, I am sure, give as 
much pleasure to many of my professional friends as it 
has to me. 

The occasion forcibly recalls the concluding paragraph 
of the memorial letter in Mr. Braithwaite’s favour, 
addressed to the late Master of the Rolls in 1868, which 
was signed by the president and several members of the 
then council of the Incorporated Law Society, and also 
numerous leading London solicitors. I and many others 
received a copy of such memorial, when a testimonial 
from the profession was about to be presented to Mr. 
Braithwaite in 1874, and the paper is now before me. 
It terminates thus: “Our object and wish in this letter 
is to be allowed to point him out as eminently deserving 
your lordship’s favourable consideration, and to assure 
your lordship that nothing would be more gratifying to 
our branch of the profession, and especially to those 
members of it who have had personal knowledge of him 
and his very valuable services, than his appointment to 
higher office in the department in which he has served 
so faithfully and so well.” 

I will only add the opinion that such a recognition of 
meritorious services would have been equally gratifying 
to many of us now. 


City, July 10. Francis K. Munton. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,— Will you permit me to suggest that the little 
Bill to amend the Debtors’ Act, 1869, still before Parlia- 
ment, affords opportunity very easily to transfer the 
judgment summons business, as recommended by the 
judges, to the Bankruptcy Court at once, and so relieve 
the chambers, which otherwise, from the large amount of 
other business, must in the vacation be the usual bear- 

en. G. M. W. 

July 11. 





Mr. Justice Mellor announced on Wednesday that a 
Divisional Court would sit in banco on Monday, and after 
Monday every day until the arrears of motions shall have 
been cleared off. 


On Tuesday, the judge of the Bradford County Court 
(Mr. Daniel, Q.C.), ordered the discharge of a prisoner who 
had been committed for contempt, and a telegram was sub- 
sequently sent in his Honour’s name tothe acti vernor at 
York Castle, asking that Carter might be set at liberty, and 
a reply was received from the governor stating that be could 
not release the defendafit on the authority of the telegram, 
but would require to have a proper order, with the geal of 
the court attached. His Honour remarked that he should 
have thought that the governor of York Castle might a 

ly have recognized a telegram pee, Pie ; 
vofendant was entitled to be discharged. or a 
Superior Courts used the telegraph in similar 
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Cases of the (Weck. 


Proor 1x BaNKRuPTCY—JoINT AND SEPARATE EstaTEs— 
Dest Contractep ny Means or Fraup—Ricur or Exec- 
tTIoN—Estorren, By Receret or Divmenp—Banxrurtcy 
Acr, 1869, ss. 31, 49.—In a case of Ex parte Adamson, 
decided by the Court of Appeal on the 4th inst., a question 
of importance arose with regard to the right of proof in bank- 
ruptcy in the case of a debt contracted by partners by means 
of a fraud. The appellant in 1872 agreed with the firm of 
Collie & Co., which consisted of two partners, to enter into a 
speculation with them in the purchase and sale of cotton on 
joint account. He was to provide capital for the purpose by 
means uf bills drawn by the firm upon him, which he was 
to accept, and he was to have half the net profits of the 
transactions. In pursuance of this arrangement he accepted 
bills to a large amount, accounts of purchases of cotton being 
from time to time sent to him by the firm. The bills were 
from time to time renewed. In August, 1875, the two 
partners were adjudicated bankrupts, and it then appeared 
that the supposed purchases of cotton on the joint account 
were fictitious, and that the appellant had been defrauded by 
the firm. He was compelled to pay bills which he had 
accepted to the amount of £120,000. In April, 1876, he 
proved for this sum against the joint estate of the bankrupts, 
and in May he received a dividend of nine pence in the 
pound. In April, 1877, he claimed to prove against each of 
the separate estates of the bankrupts, offering at the same 
time to withdraw his proof against the joint estate and to 
refund the dividend which he had received. His reason for 
wishing to do this was that he had discovered that the 
separate estates would pay a much larger dividend than the 
joint estate, and he had been advised that he had originally 
a right of proof at his election either against the joint 
estate or against the separate estates, and he deposed that 
he was ignorant of this right when he made his proof 
against the joint estate, and had only just become 
aware of it and of the advantage which he would derive by 
proving against the separate estates. Mr. Registrar 
Murray held that the appellant had originally the right of 
election which he claimed, but that, having made his elec- 
tion, he could not, according to the settled practice of the 
Court of Bankruptcy, be permitted to change it after the 
receipt of dividend. The Court of Appeal (James, Bag- 
gallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) were unanimous in holding 
that, if the appellant was, in the first instance, entitled to 
the right of election, he was not precluded by his proof 
and receipt of dividend from changing his election, inas- 
much as no one could be injured by what had taken place. 
He could not, of conrse, be allowed to disturb any dividend 
already paid upon the separate estates, and therefore, so 
far as those estates were concerned, the result of the change 
was only the same as would happen in any case in which a 
creditor was late in making his proof. And the joint 
estate would, by the withdrawal of the proof and the re- 
torn of the dividend already paid, be placed in exactly the 
same position as if the proof had never been made against 
it. The appellant was not, therefore, estopped from as- 
serting one of bis alternative rights by the fact that he 
bad successfully asserted the other. But, on the question 
whether the proof could be sustained against the separate 
estates at all, there was a difference of opinion in the court. 
yt was objected on behalf of the trustee in the bankruptcy 
that, inasmuch as the claim against the partners severally 
arose ont of a tort, proof in respect of it was precluded by 
section 31 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. James, L.J. 
(who delivered the judgment of himself and Baggallay, L.J.), 
said that it had always been held in the Court of Chancery 
that for a fraud, as for a breach of trast, each participator was 
liable in aolido, and a great many cases showed that proofs 
had been admitted in bankruptcy on the ground of fraud, 
when they would not have been admitted on the mere ground 
of breach of contract. An instance of this was supplied by 
the rule that the joint estate of a partnership is allowed to 
prove against the separate estate of one partner for moneys 
which be had frandulently abstracted from the partnership 
assets, asin the case of Read v. Bailey (26 W. R. 223, L. 


R, 3 App. 94). But, in the present case, the proof was 
not really for the frand or the tort. The Court of Chancery 


never enter‘ained a suit for occasioned by fraudu- 
lent conduct or breach of trust. The suit was for the 
restitution of the actual money or the value of the thing of 





which the plaintiff, had been cheated. The liability was in. 
the nature of an equitable debt. And, in equity, every 
person who participated in the tort was liable to make po § 
the whole, and‘ the proof in bankruptcy was exactly com. 
mensurate with this liability, the established rule jp, 
bankruptcy being that every debt-which a person conid 
recover at law or in equity was a provable debt. Bram. 
well, L.J., was of opinion that there was no right of 
proof against the separate estates. He said ‘that 
if there had been no bankruptcy the appellant would have 
been entitled (in addition to a right to sue the partners 
independently of fraud either for a liquidated or an: un. 
liquidated sum) to sue them in a common law action of: tort 
for the fraud which they had committed, and this would 
have been an action for unliquidated damages, and, ifno 
judgment had been obtained before the bankruptcy, proof for 
the damages would have been in terms prohibited by section 
31. The appellant would have been also entitled to sue the 
partners in equity for a liquidated sum—viz., the amount of 
which he had been defrauded. What was the difference 
between these two claims, both founded on fraud? If the 
claim for the unliquidated amount was not provable, why 
should the claim for the liquidated amount be provable? 
The reason why the unliquidated sum was not provable 
was, not that it was unliquidated, but that the claim was 
founded on tort, and that no judgment had been obtained, 
and that reason applied as much in the one case as in the 
other. In accordance with the opinion of the majority the 
proof was ordered to be admitted against the separate estates, 
But leave was given to appeal to the House of Lords. 


eel 


PaRTIES—ADMINISTRATION ACTION—ADMINISTRATOR sD 
Litem—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 24, suB-sECTION 7.—Ina 
case of Dowdeswell v. Dowdeswell, decided by the Court of 
Appeal on the 9th inst., a question arose as to the extent 
to which an administrator ad litem represents the estate 
of an intestate. The plaintiff alleged that he was the sole 
next of kin of an intestate, and that the executors of the 
intestate’s administrator, who were defendants, had, ia 
1868, divided the.assets among those who were then enp- 
posed to be che next of kin, but who were not so in fast, 
the amonnt of the estate having been taken at an agreed 
sum, The plaintiff, by his bill (which was filed in the 
Court of Chancery, in October, 1875), prayed that the-de- 
fendants might be decreed to pay him this agreed sum, or 
that the estate might be administered. Hall, V.C., held 
that the action could not proceed in the absence of a legal 
personal representative of the intestate, because he thought 
that the coart was bound to ascertain for itself whether 
there were any debts, and that neither could this be done, 
nor could an inquiry who were the next of kin be made in 
the absence of such a representative. The plaintiff then 
procured a grant of administration ad litem to be made, 
and added the administrator ad litem as a defendant, 
but Hall, V.C. held that this was insufficient, and thats 
general administrator must be appointed. The plaintiff 
desired to have the question whether he was the sole next 
of kin decided in the Chancery Division and not in the 
Probate Division, aud he appealed. The Court of Appeal 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), affirmed the decision. 
It was contended on behalf of the plaintiff that an adminis- 
tration ad litem must be necessarily co-extensive with 
the object of the /is for which it was granted, or that, at 
any rate, the administrator ad litem sufficiently repre- 
sented the estate for the purpose of making the inquiry who: 
were the next of kin. If that inquiry should be answered 
unfavourably to the plaintiff, there would be an end of his 
case; if, on the other hand, it should be answered in his 
favour, it would be a mere matter of course for him to 
obtain a grant of general administration, And it was said 
that, whatever might have been the practice before the 
Judicature Act, the High Court could now disregard such 
a mere technicality. James, L.J., said that the rule had 
been settled in the Court of Chancery for 200 years thats 
decree for general administration could not be made in 
absence of a general representative of the estate, and the 
Judicature Act had made no difference in this respect. 
cases, such as Davis v. Chanter (2 Ph. 545), in which it had 
been held that an administrator ad litem sufficiently re- 
presented the estate, were cases in which a claim was 
on behalf of or against the estate, not cases where it was 
sought to administer the estate. 
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ON—DEBT INCURRED BY Fravp—ATTACHMENT 
oy DesroR—PENDING PRocEEDINGS—Banxevuprcy Act, 
1969, ss. 12, 126—Banxrurtcy Ruues, 1870, x. 289— 
Dzstors Act, 1869, s. 15.—In a case of Pashier v. Vincent, 
peard by the Court of Appeal on the 10th inst., a question 
rose as to the effect of composition proceedings, with 
regard to the right of a creditor, whose debt had been 
jocurred by fraud, to attach the debtor. An order was 
made in the action on the 24th of January, 1878, giving 
the plaintiff liberty to issue an attachment against the de- 
fendant for his contempt in not having paid into court a 
gum of money due from him to the plaintiff in the character 
of a trustee for her, and which he had, on the 15th of 
June, 1877, been ordered to pay into court on or before the 
9th of July, 1877; but it was ordered that the attach- 
ment should not be executed before the 30th of January, 
1978. On the 29th of January the defendant filed a liquida- 
tion petition. At the first meeting of the creditors, on 
the 23rd of February, it was resolved to accept a composi- 
tion of 2s, in the pound, payable in four equal instalmente, 
extending over a period of twelve months, The resolution 
was confirmed at the second meeting, on the 6th of March, 
and was registered on the 11th of March. The plaintiff 
did not assent to’ the composition. On the 31st of 

the debtor was arrested under an attachment issued 
by the plaintiff, and was lodged in prison. On the 27th 
June, Bacon, V.C., ordered that he should be discharged, 
on his paying the plaintiff’s costs, and paying the compo- 
sition of 28. in respect of her debt. The Court of Appeal 
(Jessel, M.R., and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.) discharged 
the Vice-Chancellor's order. It was contended on behalf 
of the defendant that, until the composition had been paid, 
the composition proceedings were pending, and that, so 
longas they were pending, the defendant was, according 
tothe principle of the decision in Cobham v. Dalton (23 
W. 8. 865, L. R10 Ch. 655), entitled to protection from 
arrest, though it was admitted that, as soon as the compo- 
sitio was paid, the defendant would be liable again to 
arrest, the debt being one for which, by virtue of section 
lbof the Debtors Act, 1869, the debtor remained liable, 
notwithstanding the composition arrangement. But Jessel, 
MR, said that after the registration of the resolution the 
@omposition proceedings were no longer pending. The 
tegistration of the resolution was equivalent to the dis- 
charge of a bankraopt in a bankruptcy. And, even if the 
Proceedings were pending, there was nothing to protect 
the debtor from arrest, for neither section 12 of the Bank- 
wuptoy Act, 1869, nor rule 289 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1870, applied to composition. 


Execuson Mortcacer—Rigut or Retainer oF SIMPLE 
Contract In AppITIon TO Mortcace Dest ovr or Pro- 
cups oF Mortgacre.—lIn a case of Zalsot v. Frere, before 
ithe Master of the Rolls on the 4th inst., a question arose as 
to whether an executor, the mortgagee of a policy of 
‘*ésurance on the life of the testator, was, after paying him- 
telf his mortgage debt out of the proceeds of the policy, 
entitled to retain out of the balance a simple contract debt 
due to him from the testator in priority to the general 
creditors. The executor relied on the following cases :— 
Spalding v. Thompson, 26 Beav. 637; Re Haselfoot, 
L. R. 13 Eq. 327 ; and In re General Provident Assurance 
god 29 W. R. 930, L. R. 14 Eq. 607. The Master of 
the Rolls was of opinion that the executor had no right of 
mtainer or preference for the debt as against the other 
“teditors, and declined to follow the above cases. 


Practice—TaxATION—JURISDICTION OF TAXING MASTER 
A8 To Retainer or Soxrorror—Mope oF RevirwinG 
AXaTION—RuLes or Court (Costs), 1875, r. 32.—In a 
Case of Re Watson, before the Master of the Rolls on the 8th 
+» & motion was made that the taxing master might be 
ordered to proceed with the taxation of » bill of costs, and 
that it might be declared that a trustee in bankruptcy, for 
Whom the solicitor alleged that the work had been done, was 
Personally liable to pay the same. Watson was a solicitor, 
and had acted as such for a bankrupt, and, as he alleged 

had then been retained by the trustee and had incurre 
her costs. The solicitor took out the common order to 
tax, but on the matter coming before the taxing master, the 
ion was taken by the trustee that he was not personally 





liable, and that only the assets of the estate were liable 
for these costs. The taxing master, thereupon, consideri 
there was no retainer, disallowed the whole bill, and order 
the solicitor to pay the costs of taxation. The solicitor then 
made the above motion. By rule 32 of the Rules of Court 
(Costs), 1875, “any party who may be dissatisfied with the 
certificate or allocatur of the taxing master as to any item 
or part of an item which may have been objected to as 
therein mentioned, may apply to a judge in chambers for an 
order to review the taxation as to the same item or part of 
an item, and the judge may thereupon make such order as 
to the judge may seem just ; but the certificate or allocatur 
of the taxing officer shall be final and conclusive as to 
all matters which shall not have been objected to in 
manner aforesaid.” The Master of the Rolls was of opinion 
that the motion was entirely irregular. The proper mode of 
appealing from the taxing master’s certificate, even where 
he disallowed all the items, was that pointed out by the 
above rule, and if no appeal was brought the certificate 
was conclusive. He was precluded from going into the 
merits by the decision of the taxing master, who had adjudi- 
cated upon the whole question. He was clearly of opinion 
that, according to the established practice of the Chancery 
Division, the taxing master had always had jurisdiction to 
decide all questions of retainer, except where the client himself 
obtained the order to tax, in which case the retainer was 
admitted. The practice was correctly stated in Seton on 
Decrees, 3rd ed., p. 609, and was also supported by the cases 
there mentioned. He should dismiss the motion on the 
question of jurisdiction, and with costs. 








Sucieties. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


Tue annual general meeting of this society, convened for the 
election of a president and vice-president, auditors, and mem- 
bers of the council, and for the transaction of other business, 
was held at the society's hall on Friday the 5th inst., Mr. E, 
F. Barton, president of the society, in the chair. 

Mr. John Hollams and Mr. N. T. Lawrence having been 
elected president and vice-president for the ensuing year, 
upon the motion that the auditors’ report should be received 
and entered on the minutes, 

Mr. J. R. Macarruur criticized the report at considerable 
length. He complained that £12,000 had been received by 
officers of the society and lost, and yet that no mention of 
this was made therein, although all that could be set off 
against that amount was an item of £120 received from the 
defaulting official’s estate. He said the services of a profes- 
sional accountant had been called in and he had made a re- 
port which had not been submitted to the members for their 
adoption, and he protested against such an account as that 
placed before them. He considered that no opportunity was 
given to them to test the correctness of the figures, and 
characterized the accounts as false. (Cries of ** No.”) False 
accounts they were, for they did not tell members the true 
state of the accounts, He moved that the auditors’ report for 
the year ending 3lst of December, 1877, be referred back to 
them for reconsideration. 

The motion, however, was not seconded. 

Mr. B. G. Laxs, as chairman of the finance committee, 
rose to reply to Mr. Macarthur’s observations. He said that 
with regard to the statement that the account did not show 
the defalcations from which the society had suffered, what 
had been done was to submit to the society the report of the 
accountant showing to the best of his information and in- 
vestigation how the £12,000 had been taken. Such a re 
had been made and sent out to members on the 20th of June 
last year. With reference to Mr. Macarthur’s remarks that 
the account was not a true one of the money received, Mr. 
Macarthur had been challenged by those present, but with 
singularly bad taste had repeated his assertion. It was 
absolutely and wholly without foundation, and before a 

tleman of Mr. Macarthur’s experience came to a meeting 
ike the present to charge gentlemen with deliberate falsifica- 
tion of accounts, he should have applied to the secretary or 
the accountant, or some one else who could have given him 
the necessary information, to know whether in fact a 
sovereign or even a halfpenny had been received by the 
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society during the year and not entered on the account, 
Had it been possible that, such a thing could have, happened, 
there would have been many answerable. Firstly,, 
the anditors would have been to blame, and blame would 
attach to the council and to those whom the council en- 
trusted with the examination of the accounts, and Mr. 
Macarthur, with the slightest investigation, might have 
known it. He would undertake to say that the account 
was, in all respects, perfectly true and correct. He asked 
whether Mr. Macarthur would withdraw or qualify his 
statements. 

Mr. Macartuur repeated that £12,000 had not been 
accounted for in the report. 

The CuarrMan then put the original motion, which was 
carried, no hands being held up against it. 

Mr. F. K, Munron desired to draw the attention of the 
meeting to a paragraph in the annual report of the society 
with reference to a discussion which had been raised in the 
House of Commons on a suggestion that solicitors who had 
been bankrupt or insolvent should be distinguished by some 
mark in the Law List or otherwise, which the council had 
referred to as a proposal so eminently impracticable and 
invidions that they did not think it worth while to take any 
action on the subject. He could not allow the meeting to 
terminate without saying on behalf of those who had in- 
terested themselves with reference to the measure that they 
were not satisfied with the conclusion to which tke council 
had come. He thought that if he could prove the truth of 
the assertions he had made in Jetters which had appeared in 
various newspapers on the subject, the council ought to take 
an active interest in the measure. It was a fact that one 
solicitor out of every fourteen or fifteen, as some considered, 
or one out of every eighteen or nineteen, as he thought, in 
this country, becomes bankrupt. He was not making a 
statement without book, and it was a fact that since 1861, 
when for the first time solicitors were allowed to come within 
the scope of the bankruptcy law, this had been the propor- 
tion of those who had become bankrupt, or had passed 
the Bankruptcy Court in one or other of the forms 
Tf this subject were not deserving of notice, it 
was a very sad and humiliating state of things for the legal 

fession. He would not go into figures or arguments, as 

e cordially endorsed the suggestion made by the council 
that it would more appropriately form the subject of a paper 
to be read at the annual provincial meeting of the society. 
He thought this one of the most important subjects brought 
before the society since its formation. 

Mr. J. W. Provproor was in hopes Mr. Munton would 
have gone a little further and have told them how this state 
of things was to be remedied. Dd he suppose that solicitors 
desired to become bankrupt? In his opinion, the council 
had done perfeetly right in rejecting any idea of stigmatizing 
a poor unfortunate solicitor by placing a mark against his 
name to show that, at some time since 1861, he had been 
unable to pay his debts. They all knew what had been the 
effect of legislation since that year, namely, to take away 
much of their work from solicitors. 

Mr. Dax (St. Neots) was opposed to Mr. Munton’s pro- 
posal. He thought the per-centage had been over-stated. 

Mr. M. Green (Worthing) could not see that, because a 
man’s income had been reduced by changes in the law, he 
was justified in spending more than that income, still it 
would be very hard to mark those who had been brought 
into the Bankroptcy' Court by misforsune and by no fault 
of their own. He suggested that, on a solicitor passing 
through the court, he should be at liberty to apply to the 
judge to direct that his name should not be marked in the 
Law List, wat that a man who should have committed euch a 
fault at, say, twenty-two years cf age should be branded 
with it at seventy-four was what no man with the slightest 
feeling would wish to be the case. It might perhaps be 
well the society should keep a list of bankrupt solicitors 
pee ‘apy be open to the inspection of those who chose 
toe or it. 

The Satter then dropped. 

Mr. C, Foun rose to move as follows:— 

That, in order to encourage members of the profession to 
join the society, the entrance fee shall in fature in all cases 

solicitors taking out town certificates, £2; for 
whicitors taking out country certificates, £1; bat withdrew 
the matter on the suggestion of Mr. B, G, Lake, who said 
the matter could be considered at a future ig mo He 
then asked the following question, of which he given 


notice:—-Whether the council have, as promised, taken any 
and. what,steps to secure legislation in connection with the 


question of greater facilities being given for solicitors tobe. 


called to the bar ? 
The C: s, had much 
uestion,. He stated that four years ago there were two. 
ills before Parliament, one for regulating the Inng of 
Court, the other for the establishment of a School of 
Law. The Inns of Court Bill proposed to deal with the 
question of the state of the bar, their education, and call, 
At that time the council proposed—and obtained very con.. 
siderable support, for the proposition—that certain amend-. 
ments should be made, the effect of which would have been 
to have made the e of solicitors to the bar, and 
barristers to the solicitors’ branch of the profession as ° 
and as short as could be desired. That Bill, they all knew, 
was withdrawn; but Mr. Bircham was not content to let. 
the measure stand in that position, and a letter had been 
addressed to all the Inns of Courts stating the views of 
the council with regard to the necessity of making: 
an alteration. The council received from the Inns of Conrt. 
their very determined hostility to the suggestion., The», 
council then considered their side of the question. It had. 
been suggested that on principles of reciprocity the soligi-. 
tors should refuse to give easy access to their branch until, ; 
the bar had also given eqnally easy access; but the coungil , 
considered this unjust and contrary to those great. pringi-, 
ples which had been established in this country for some. 
years under the name of free-trade, and that they had no- 
right to do an ipjustice to an individual, because a body of 
individuals was doing an injustice to them, therefore, they, 
assumed that the principle was right, and they should agi 


upon it; therefore, to the Solicitors’ Bill of the a 
= 


year the council had added a clause that any barriste 

five years’ standing—because he ought to have some. 
standing in order to prevent a man going to the bar” 
as an indirect mode of becoming a solicitor—might, on 
passing the final examination, enter the solicitor branch of 
the profession, 
their own Bill, the council should deal with the other side. 


of the question. Firat of all, it was manifest that it was. . 


inappropriate to deal with the question of calling to the, 
bar in a Bill relating only to the examination and admig- 
sion of solicitors, Moreover, the council were very anxious. 
to pass the Bill, and, on the ground of its inappropriateness,. 
and inexpediency, they dropped any ideas they had of 
introducing such a clause into it, But, in the same year,. 
a Bill was introduced by Lord Selborne—the Regulation of 
the Inns of Court Bill. 
as an amendment that there should be an easy passage from 
the solicitor branch to the Bar; but that Bill, after getting 
very nearly passed, fell through at the close of the session. . 


This year another Bill had been brought in very much to-, 


the same effect. In that Bill they had a clause entitling... 
solicitors to be admitted as barristers upon passing simply 
the last and final examinations. A clause had been very 
carefully prepared by the council, and stood to be considered 
whenever the Bili is on for discussion, Some gentleman 
had proposed an amendment to that clause of which the 


council did not approve, providing that there should be two», 


ears’ preliminary probation, or something to that effect,. 
Thi the cooncil did not think fair. They thought a 
solicitor of five years’ standing, if competent to pass the 
final examination, should be admitted without any period of 
probation, and he thought they had a fair right to expect 
that their clanse would be well supported. 

Mr. C. Forp moved that, while the members of the 
society are alive to the efforts of the council to secure & 
relaxation of such of the ancient rules of the Inns of Courts., 
ag subject solicitors to special disqualification when seeking 
to by called to the bar, yet that continued and greater efforts 
are called for in view of the uncompromising opposition of 
the bar to any such relaxation, 

Mr. J. J, Menniman seconded the motion. 

Mr, Muwron spoke in favour of the motion, He thought. 
that if solicitors were to get access to the bar they 

t it as @ right and not as. favour, There would be 

ined Py car from the bar. If solicitors were to 
unite could. succeed in influencing, the members of the 
House of Parliament, 

Mr, J, P. Gopenex thought there wore not sufficient. 

“leaders” at the bar for the work that was required of 





them, and there was room for an infusion of new bi 


pleasure in answering the. 


The question then occurred whether, in. 


n that Bill, the council got it moved - 


gore. PE G2e5e FETELEZE SFE TERETE ERS SS Eg DohS CTAPAR SEE REE 8 55 Eo 











SPRETESSS 


ed 


ow Pi saer¥seeP * Pst er See eer reese e anaes 


Phe meeting then. terminated, after a vote of ‘thanks: had: 
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The motion: was them put and carried: 
Some other qaestions of which» Mr. C. Ford::had: given 
notice were, at the suggestion:of the chairman, withdrawny- 


to the president for the able manner in which 
hebad discbarged-his duties during the past year, and pre-: 
sided over the meeting. 


ee 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. 


The following are some of the matters touched upom in 
the report of the council:—The council would first state; 
inreference to the present:position of the society, that it now 
numbers 3,107 members, of whom 1,991 are town and 1,116 
sreeountry members, being .an increase of sixty-one since 
the date of the last report, after deducting deaths: and re- 


tirements. 

Solicitors Act, 1877, and Regulations, and the Examinations 
hla thereunder.— After referring to the changes effected by 
the Act of last summer, and to the appointment: of assistant 
examiners, the report states that, although the examination 
committee are largely relieved of the labour of the examina~ 
tions by the assistant examiners, yet it is right to state that 
the questions proposed are approved by the examination 
committee before they are submitted to the candidates; and 
no candidate is rejected until his papers have been considered, 
notonly by the assistant examiners, but by the examination 


Under this system three examiuations in each branch have 
taken place, and, judging from such experience as: they 
aflord, the council have every reason to be satisfied with the 

of the new scheme. 

With reference to the preliminary examinations, very 
littlechange has been made either in the subjects of ex- 
auination or the mode of conducting them. 

University Education for Solicitors.—In order to give 
diect'to the views expressed at the annual provincial meet- 
ings heid at Oxford and Bristol, and particularly in the 
pipers read by Mr. C. W. Lawrence upon this subject, the 
euncil, on the appointment of the Oxford and Cambridge 
Universities Commissions, placed themselves in communica- 
tion with each of those bodies, and forwarded to them a 
wpy of the petition presented to Parliament by the society 


year. 

That petition, it will be remembered, contained suggestions 
frlimiting the term of residence necessary to obtain a 
degree to two years, and for shortening the vacations; but 

that if it should be considered objectionable to 
the vacations for all purposes, undergraduates intend- 
ingto take their degrees in two years should be permitted 
toreside in the university during the period of time at pre- 
seabassigned to vacations. The conncil informed the com- 
nissioners that this society still adhered to the views expressed 
inthose petitions, and that, recognizing the importance of 
the schools of jurisprudence, which have lately been brought 
toahigh standard of excellence in the universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge, the council requested the favourable con- 
ion of the commissioners to the foundation and en- 
dowment of scholarships, exhibitions, and prizes for the 
eneouragement and efficiency of the study of the law at 
those universities. 

Solicitorship to Government Departments.—The council 
have much pleasure in stating that the representations made 
from time to time by this society, as to the claims of the 
solicitor branch of the profession to fill the various appoint- 
ments of solicitors to the Government Departments, have 

been recognized by the appointment of Mr. C. J. Follett, 
& member of the council of this society, to the office of 
solicitor to her Majesty’s Customs, a post of great public 


08, 
he appointment of Mr. Follett may be regarded as an 
Owledgment by the authorities of the claim of solicitors 
to-occupy the positions which the titles of the offices indi- 
cate they were originally intended to fill, and the duties of 
Which their particular education best fits them to dis- 


The appointment of Mr. Frederico Stokes as hor 
Majeaty "s Admiralty Proctor is referred to with much antis- 
Reorganization of the Legat DepartmenteTn the month 
of December, 1876, the council were in communication with 
presidents of the common law divisions of the High 
Court of Justice on the subject of the unsatisfactory and in- 





t state of the arrangements for the conduct of 





business: in; the sehambers.of the- judges. in those-divisioas:;: 
and:they also urgedron the Lord Chancellor.the appointment: 
by-his lordship.of a committee to consider the organization 
and arrangement of the ‘business:in the various: law offices: 
and. the changes :that.the., Judicature Act .had rendered: 
necessary or desirable... Such..commitiee. was subsequently 
appointed by the. Lord Chancellor and the Treasury; and 
Mr..Burton, the then vice-president, and Mr. Pemberton, a 
member of the council, were placed upon it. 

During the sitting of this committee, upon a numerously 
signed. requisition. of this... society, a special meeting 
was convened and heldon the 5th of July, 1877, when 
resolutions were proposed by two of the requisitionists, con- 
taining. suggestions for various alterations in the existing 
mode of conducting business in judges’.chambers. 

It appearing, however, on debate, that the council had 
been active in obtaining the appointment of the above coms 
mittee,and that. several of the more. important matters re- 
ferred toin the proposed - resolutions were then under con- 
sideration, the meeting, by resolution, placed on record its 
opinions as to the urgent necessity for an immediate improve- 
ment in the arrangements - in judges’ chambers, its satisfac- 
tion with respect to the steps taken by the council, and its 
desire that the council would continue its efforts tosecure a 
speedy remedy for the evils complained of. 

In December following the Lord Chancellor appointed a 
committee of judges to consider and report upon the arrange- 
ments for the conduct of business in judges’ chambers. At 
the instance of the council, the president, several solicitors 


‘in large practice, and some managing clerks to solicitors, 


attended. this committee and gave evidence as-to the 
Serious evils connected with the present mode of conducting 
the business of judges’ chambers, and made suggestions as to 
the alterations that they considered desirable. 

It is understood that both these committees have made re- 
| mew which are now under the consideration of the Lord 

hancellor ; but the reports have not yet been published. 

Paymaster-General’s' Ofce.—The inconvenience sus- 
tained by the profession from some of the regulations in the 
office of the Paymaster-General induced the council to make 
a communication to him suggesting that alterations might 
properly be made in the following matters :— 

The hour at which the office closes for all payments— 
namely, at three o’clock—is a source of special incon- 
venience to a considerable number of solicitors whose 
places of business are in the city. They are frequently 
prevented from leaving their offices till three o'clock; and, 
as consultations with counsel are usually appointed for 
four o’clock, it would be much more convenient, when they 
are required to attend to receive cheques in person, that 
they should not be compelled to present themselves at the 
office at so early an hour as three; and the council ex- 
pressed a hope that the Paymaster-General would be able 
to arrange that cheques might be issued up to four o'clock, 
the hour adopted by nearly all the London bankers. The 
council pointed out that this alteration wonld be of less 
importance if solicitors were put on the same footing as 
bankers, and were allowed to have cheques for the payment 
of dividends sent to them in exchange for a signed list— 
an accommodation to which, they submitted, they were 
equally entitled with bankers. 

In regard to the formalities required by the rules of the 
department as to the execution of powers of attorney for 
receipt of money, according to the practice as it now 
stands not only must the execution of the power by the 
constituent be attested by two witnesses, one of whom 
must be a householder, bat the execution must, moreover, 
be proved by affidavit. These regulations involve addi- 
tional expense, and are exceedingly troublesome and em- 
barrassing to persons living at a distance from London, 
and especially to ladies. The Bank of England are satis- 
fied with the attestation of two witnesses without any 
qualification, except that of being disinterested, and with- 
out verification by affidavit or declaration ; and the couneil 
submitted that no good reason could be urged why a 
practice that was proved to afford adequate protection to 
the Bank of England should not be adopted by the Pay- 


master-General. 

No action has as yet been takenon these representations, 
but it is un that they are under the consideration 
of the authorities. 


Delays in the Chancery Taving Ofiee.—Namerous com. 
munications have been received by the council with refer+ 
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ence to delays in the chancery taxing office. In conse- 
quence of these communications the council caused in- 
quiries to be made, which satisfied them that the delay 
that then occurred in the disposal of the business of the 
office was very serious, and by no means overstated. The 
fault did not, however, appear to rest either with the 
masters or their staff, bat it seemed due entirely to the 
great increase of business in this division of the High 
Conrt. 

The result of inquiries made by the council when these 
complaints were received showed that an appointment 
could not be obtained in the taxing office within at least a 
month from the date of the application, and in the offices 
of some of the masters at even longer periods, and as this 
state of things had prevailed, as the council were informed, 
almost from the time the Judicature Act came into opera- 
tion, it appeared that the grievance was neither a tem- 
porary nor an imaginary one. And bearing in mind the 
delay in the winding up of suite, and io the distribution of 
large funds, and other mischiefs which must arise in con- 
sequence of the inability of the solicitors to get their costs 
taxed, the grievance was manifestly a serious one. 

The council considered that the only possible remedy 
would be to increase the number of the taxing-masters 
sofficiently to enable them to keep pace with tbe business 
of their office; and the council accordingly addressed a 
letter to the Lord Chancellor, calling bis attention to the 
serious evil that existed in this office, and expressing a hope 
that he would be able to apply a speedy remedy. 

An apswer was subsequently received from the Lord 
Chancellor, stating, in effect, that he had been informed 
that all the taxing-masters with one exception could give 
appointments within a reasonable time, and that in the 
excepted instance appointments could be made within a 
week of the application ; and also that he understood that 
better arrangements were being made for the conduct of 
the business of the office. 

The council will continue to give their attention to this 
important subject. 


tunity for considering the rules to be made und 
Settled Estates Act, before they are submitted to the proper 
authorities for approval. 

Commissions to Administer Oaths.—Under a rule made 
by a late Lord Chancelior, it was necessary that all applica- 
tions made by solicitors for commissions to administer oaths 
should, before presentation to the Lord Chancellor, lie six 
weeks in the office of this society for inquiry and considera- 
tion. Recently the Lord Chancellor was pleased to address 
a communication to the council, inquiring whether, in their 
opinion, for reasons therein stated, this rule might not with 
advantage be modified, and upon consideration of the matter 
the council came to the conclusion that no prejudice would 
arise if the time for the above purpose were for the future 
limited to three weeke, and they so informed his lordship. 
This suggestion has since been acted on by the Lord 
Chancellor. 

“ Tacking” and “Consolidation of Mortgages.”—The 
council have had under consideration the unsatisfactory state 
of the law in regard to the system of “tacking” and “ con- 
solidation of mortgages” ; and they were of opinion that the 
doctrines which have prevailed in the Court of Equity on 
these two subjects work injustice, and ought to be abolished. 

It appeared to the council that, in order to bring the law 
into unison with justice, it required amendment, by provid- 
ing that no incumbrancer having notice of a prior incum- 
brance should be able to prejudice such prior incumbrancer 
by getting in the first mortgage, or by otherwise acquiring 
possession of the legal estate. 

In regard to the subject of ‘‘ consolidation ”’ it is obvious 
that 2 mortgagee, having charges on several distinct proper- 
ties, ought not to be itted to consolidate them, as 
against third persons who might have acquired an interest 
in one or more of such properties, but should be compelled, 
as against third persons, to re-convey each particular property 
on payment of the t with which it might be specifically 
encambered. Under the 7th section of the Vendor and 





Parchaser Act, 1674, the right of tacking was abolished ; but 
the section was repealed by the Land Transfer Act, 1875, 
probably with the intention of making it a part of more 


= a the snbject, 
The matter appeared to the council to be of sufficient im- 





Rules under the Settled Estates Act,—] xe 7 
the council took the necessary steps for obtain } for: 
er pie 





ortance to justify its being made the subject of distingt 
egislation, and Mr. Charles Davidson, the eminent con 
ancer, was instructed to prepare a Bill to effect this suggested. 
amendment in the law. Under Mr. Davidson’s advice the 
council introduced what appeared to be some very desirable 
amendmests in the law in minor matters relating tp 
mortgages. 

The council have thought it right, before introducing the 
Bill into Parliament, to ask the Lord Chancellor to give it 
the weight of his sanction. 

Stamp on Transfer of Mortgage.—In the year 1876 a com- 
munication was received from the Leicestershire Law Society 
upon questions which were frequently arising between 
solicitors in that neighbourhood, and the Inland Revenue 
authorities, with regard to the proper stamp to be placed on 
a deed of transfer of mortgage. 

The commissicners claimed to treat a deed, being in effect 
a transfer of mortgage, but in which the parties adopted the 
form of treating the mortgage debt as paid by the transfereg 
to the original mortgagee, and then taking a charge from 
the mortgagor for the amount, and for any fresh oneal 
and containing a new proviso for redemption and ney 
covenants for payment, as not being a transfer, but an 
original mortgage for the whole amount of the security, and 
liable to duty accordingly. It was contended on the part of 
the profession in Leicestershire—and, as the council thought, 
and had been advised, rightly—that the instrument ip 
question was, as to the original sum secured, a transfer of 
the mortgage within the meaning of the Act of Parliament, 
and was, in respect of such original sum, chargeable only 
with a transfer stamp, and that it was to the extent only of 
the further advance chargeable with duty as a mortgage or 
principal security. 

The council, considering the question to be one of im 
portance as regarded a large area in the midland counties 
(where this particular form of transfer is largely adopted), 
were of opinion that. they ought, on a proper case being laid 
before them, to bring the matter before the court by way of 
appeal against the assessment of the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners. Accordingly the Leicestershire Law Society 
have recently furnished the council with sufficient materials 
foritaising the’ question ; and the necessary case has been 

ted, and.is expepted. to come on for hearing. very 
‘Shortly. ; ESOL PR aunts 

Stamp on Deed of Appointment of New “‘Truiters,—Bor som : 
time after the*passing of the Stamp Act, 1870, an impres- ’ 
sion prevailed in various. parts.of the country that an ap- 
pointment of new trustees, which also contained a convey- 
ance of trust property, was sufficiently stamped if it bore one 
stamp of 10s., a view in which the council were unable to 
concur. It has since been judicially determined that such s 
deed must be impressed with a second stamp of 10s, 
in respect of the conveyance of the trust property ; but 
it is probably now generally known that, with a view of re 
lieving persons from loss in respect of past transactions, the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue have intimated that 
although, by law, they are compelled to enforce the Lary 
when such insufficiently stamped deeds are brought to 
stamped, they are prepared to return the amount of such 
penalty in all cases in which the deeds are brought to them 
without needless delay. 

The council having been in correspondence with the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue on the subject, think it 
well to allude to this decision of the commissioners in their 
report. 

Requisition as to Ineumbrances,—The attention of the 
council was drawn to an order made by the Vice-Chancellor 
Hall, upon an application under the Vendors and Purchasers 
Act, 1874, affirming the right of purchasers to insist opon 
an answer from the vendor's solicitor to the now very 
question as to his knowledge of incumbrances, 

The council considered that in the interests of solicitors 
generally it was desirable that the question should be sub- 
mitted for the decision of the Court of Appeal, and they 
therefore agreed to give the parties against whom the 
was made the advantage of this society’s support in bringing 
the matter before the Lords Ju-tices by way of Appeal. 

The appeal bas not yet been heard. 

Contract Fees on Sale, and Prepiration of Conveyance by 
Vendor's Solicitor.—The opinion of the council has been 
invited with regard to the opie of a custom, prevailing 
chiefly in the western counties, 0 eae purchasers by 
private contract, or under conditions of sale auction, to 
pay @ fee (usually one guinea per cont. on purchase- 
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) as a contract fee, and also, in many cases, of stipu- 
Iating that the purchaser shall pay a fixed charge for the 
of the deed of conveyance, which is to be prepared 

by the vendor's solicitors. 

The council had no hesitation in expressing their opinion 
that conditions of sale under which a purchaser was either 
jnvited, or compelled, to employ or pay by commission or 
otherwise, the vendor’s solicitor, auctioneer, or agent, was 

to grave objection. They did not, however, include 
jn this condemnation some exceptional cases of small 
rties, in which, in the bond fide interests of the vendor 
and not of the solicitor, an option might, with propriety, 
be given to the purchaser of having the conveyance pre- 
by the vendor's solicitor at a fixed charge. 

The council thought it advisable, having regard to the 
numerous communications made to them on this subject, 
and to the prevalence of the practice in question, to send 

jes of the resolution they passed on this subject to the 
Law Times and Sontcrrors’ Journat, in the columns of 
which it appeared. 

land Titles and Transfer Select Committee..—On the 
motion of Mr. Osborne Morgan, Q.C., M.P., and after a 
discussion in the House of Commons, in which, as might 
have been expected, the Dimsdale frauds formed a prominert 
feature, a select committee was appointed to inquire into 
and report upon this subject. It is needless to say that 
this is a matter in which the council take a deep interest, 
for not only is’ it one upon which it greatly concerns the 
interests of the profession that there should not be any rash 
ar ill-considered legislation, but there are many essential 
branches of the question upon which solicitors alone can 
give practical and valuable information. 

The president has, therefore, been in communication with 
the chairman of the committee, with a view to arrange that 
some members of the council and other solicitors, both in 
london and the country, shall attend and give evidence 
before the committee. 

Bar Education and Discipline Bill—The object of this 
Bill was to constitute a council to be called ‘‘'The Council of 
the Four Inns of Court,” to be composed of thirty members, 
six of whom were to be appointed by the Queen, and twenty- 
four by the masters of the bench of the four Inns of Court. 
This council was to have cognizance and jurisdiction in (1) 
the legal education and examination of students of any of 
the four Inus of Court desiring to be instructed in the law, 
whether with a view to being called to the bar, or to practise 
under the bar, or otherwise ; (2) The censuring and sus- 
pending from practice all barristers and other persons 
practising under the bar; and, (3) all measures which 
might be referred to them by the bench of any of the four 
Inns of Court for advice or decision. The actual admission 
to the bar was still proposed to be retained in the hands of 
the benchers. 

Having regard to the correspondence which has taken 

between the council and the benchers of the Inns of 
with respect to transmission from one branch of the 
profession to the other (which has been fully referred to ia 
om reports), and to the circumstance that a clause was 
troduced into the Solicitors’ Act which enables baristers, 
m obtaining certain certificates, to become solicitors on 
fring the final examination only, the council requested 
» Gregory to propose a clause for introduction into the 
above-mentioned Bill, to enable solicitors of five years’ 
standing to become barristers, on passing the final examina- 
tion necessary for @ call to the bar. Mr. Gregory was good 
h to accede to this request, and the council at once 
themselves in communication with the provincial 

W societies, sending them a copy of the proposed clause 
which Mr. Gregory bad been requested to move to have in- 
serted in committee on the Bill, and requesting them to 
communicate with their representatives in Parliament, with 

view of inducing them to support Mr. Gregory iv his 
vours to procure the introduction of the above clause 
‘into the Bill. 

The law societies throughout the country have been very 
active in supporting Mr. Seiguy's amendment, 

Bankruptcy Bill.—The Government has introduced, this 
seesion, into the House of Commons a Bill almost precisely 

ilar in its Dosen to the Bill brought into the House 
Lords by the Lord Chancellor lest year. This subject 
Was so fully dealt with in the report of the council for last 
a (pa 19), and was entered into with so much detail in 
president's address at Bristol, which was followed by a 





discussion on the proposed changes, that it is not necessary 
here to enlarge upon this matter. 

It is understood that the passage of the Bill through the 
House has been delayed partly by the pressare of foreign 
affairs, and partly by objections raised to the Bill at the 
instance of some of the Chambers of Commerce, and having 
regard to the present advanced period of the session, it is not 
probable that the measure will be passed this session. 

Biils of Sale Bill. —Ttie object of this Bill, as originally in- 
troduced was to make certain alterations in the existing laws 
touching, chiefly, mortgages of mauufacturing premises and 
trade fixtures, which, according to the views of its framers 
require amendment. In order to effect this, it was proposed 
absolutely to repeal the two Bills of Sale Acts at present in 
force, and then to provide that any bills of sale given before 
the passing of the proposed Act should be re-registered 
before January, 1879. 

The council considered the Bill in many respects objection- 
able, but chiefly with regard tothe 6th clause, which, as it 
now stands, provides that every conveyance, mortgage, or 
assignment of lands or hereditaments, whereby the grantor, 
or assignor, being an occupier of such lands or hereditaments, 
grants, conveys, or assigns any trade fixtures, shall, so far as 
regards such trade fixtures, be subject to all the provisions of 
the proposed Act as if it were a bill of sale. 

The council requested Mr. Gregory to propose many amend- 
ments in the Bill with a view to its improvement, most of 
which were adopted, but they were not successful in getting 
clause 6 struck out of the Bill; for, althouzh it was at 
one time struck out in committee it was at the last moment 
restored, and formed part of the Bill when it reached the 
House of Lords. 

Under this clause any mortgage effected by the owner, 
whether freeholder or leaseholder (being also the occupier), 
on manufacturing premises which comprise trade fixtures, 
must be registered as a bill of sale. The council considered 
this clause to be unnecessary, and calculated to be most ob- 
noxious to the proprietors of large manufactories, mills, 
ironworks, and the like. The first result would be all that 
such mortgages, unlike other mortgages, and whatever the 
standing and position of the mortgagor, would be adver- 
tised throughout the kingdom with other bills of sale in 
every trade circular, Another objection is, that it would 
make it impossible for such owners to obtain advances 
from their bankers on deposit of the deeds, as other owners of 
property can do. The council failed to see why a mortgage 
should be thus registered to entitle the mortgagee to the fix- 
tures and other incidents of the property mortgaged, when 
registration and publication of such mortgage is not required 
to pass the property itself. The case of Meux v. Jacobs, de- 
cided by the House of Lords (7 Law Reporss, Appeal case, 
481), has now settled the law on these cases, that trade 
fixtures pass as a necessary incident to the mortgaged 
premises ; and there seems to be no occasion to disturb it. 

The council embodied their objections iu a letter, which 
they addressed to the Lord Chancellor, the law lords, and 
several other peers whom they considered likely to take an 
interest in the question, . 

Matters relating to Solicitors.—Since the last annual 
meeting the council have been compelled to investigate 
numerous cases involving the character of solicitors. 

The result bas been that in eight instances rules have 
been made absolute to strike the names of solicitors from 
the rolls. 

In four other cases solicitors have been suspended from 
practice for periods varying from six months to two years, 

In one case a rule obtained was discharged, with the 
censure of the court on the solicitor, and in another a 
similar course was adopted upon payment of costs, 

Three cases are now pending, in two of which rales 
nisi have been granted, one of them having been referred 
to the master. 

A discussion, which seems to have had its origia in some 
private grievance, was raised in the House of Commons 
on & suggestion that solicitors who had been bankrupt or 
insolvent should be distinguished by some mark in the 
Law List, or otherwise—a proposal so eminently impraoc- 
tioable and invidious that the coanoil did not think it worth 
while to take any action on the subject. 

A momber of the society intimated to the council his in- 
tention of bringing forward a resolution on the sabjeot ab 
the forthooming annual meeting. It has been a 
however, that if the subject be deserving of notice at all, 
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it would more appropriately form the subject of a paper to 
be read at the annual provincial meeting of the society. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday, July 10, Mr. E. Hedger in 
the chair; the other directors present being Messrs. Asker 
(Norwich), Brook, Rickman, Roscoe, Veley (Chelmsford), 
and Young. (Mr. Eiffe, secretary). A sum of £160 was 
distributed in grants among the necessitous families of de- 
ceased solicitors, members, and non-members ; forty-three 
new members were admitted to the association; and other 
general business was transacted. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held at the Law Institution on Monday last 
under the presidency of Mr. E. H. Quicke. Mr. W. C. 
Owen opened the following legal moot for discussion from a 
negative point of view, viz.:—“ Was the case of Hunter v. 
Turner (32 L. T. Rep., N.S. 556.) rightly decided ?” Mr. 
Gatey opposed, and after some observations by Messrs, 
Quicke, Rosher, and Kane, the chairman summed up and put 
the question to the meeting, when the affirmative was carried 
by a majority of three. 

Mr. C. Kains Jackson presided over the usual weekly 
meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday evening 
last, A motion introduced by Mr. E. C. Rawlings, to the 
effect that a committee be appointed to consider the subject 
of legal education and to report thereon, was unanimously 
agreed to. Mr. B, Moyle opened the subject for the evon- 
ing’s debate, which was as follows:—“ That the State should 
acquire and manage all railways.” Messrs. Havergal, 
Rosher, and Kane spoke to the question, which was lost, after 
a few remarks from the chairman, by a majority of two. 





Gbituarp. 


MR. HENRY WILLIAM MAY. 


Mr. Henry William May, barrister, died at Alum Bay, 
Freshwater, Isle of Wight, on the 30th nlt., at the age of 
thirty-four. Mr. May was the son of the Rev. George May, 
and was born in 1843. He was educated at Christ Church, 
Oxford, where he graduated third class in law and modern 
history in 1865. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in Trinity Term, 1868, and practised as an equity 
drafteman and conveyancer. Mr. May had been very suc- 
cessful in legal tuition, and formerly held the office of 
tutor in equity to the Inns of Court. He was known as 
the author of an able treatise on “‘ The Statutes of Elizabeth 
against Fraudulent Conveyances,” and was one of the 
joint editors of the last edition of “Seton on Decrees.” 
He was also, down to 1874, one of the reporters for the 
a Berogrter in the Court of Appeal in Chancery. 

is premature death is lamented by a large circle of pro- 
fessional friends. Pe . ‘ 


MR. ROBERT VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. 


: Mr. Robert Vanghan Williams, barrister, many years & 
jadge of county courts, died at Denbigh Lodge, Lower 
Norwood, on the Ziet ult. Mr. Williams was the youngest 
gon of the late Mr. William Williams, of Peniarthieca, 
Merionethshire, and was born in 1822. He was educated 
at Shrewsbury and Christ Church, Oxford, and was called 
to the ber at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1848. He 
joined the North Wales and Chester Circnit, and the 
Cheshire, Denbighshire, and Flintshire Sessions. He en- 
joyed » good circuit practice, and was for several years 
pes counsel to the Mint and Post Office, In 1863 

was appointed rf Lord Westbury to he judge of connty 
courte for Cirenit No. 29, comprising a large part of North 
Wales, and he was soon afterwards appointed a magistrate 





for Denbighshire, Flintshire, and Carnarvovshire. He 
tired on @ pension in 1874. Mr, Williams was married 
to the daughter of Dr. James Reid. | 








MR. JOHN WEBSTER. 


Mr. John Webster, solicitor, died at his residence, Clare. 
mont, Sheffield, on the 18th ult. Mr. Webster was born in 
1810, and was admitted « solicitor in 1835, and had ever 
since practised at Sheffield, having been for many im in 
partnership with Mr. George Edward Webster. The deceased 


was for several years deputy to the Sheriff of Yorkshire, and _ 


from 1862 till 1873 was one of the coroners for the county, 
He took an active part in municipal business, and was suc-. 
cessively a common councillor and an alderman for Sheffield, 


In 1867 he was elected mayor of the borough, and at the. 


end of his year of office he was re-elected. He was soon 
afterwards appointed a magistrate for Sheffield, and in 1876. 
he became a magistrate for the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
Mr. Webster had a large private practice,and he was formerly, 
solicitor to the Leeds Creditors’ Protection Association. 








Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Wynne Epwin Baxter, solicitor (of the firm of” 
Taylor & Baxter), of 9, Lawrence Pountney-hill, and of: 


Lewes, has been appointed by Mr. George Burt, sheriff 
elect, to be one of the Under-Sheriffs of London and 
Middlesex for the ensuing year. 
a solicitor in 1867, and is clerk to the Farriers’ Company, 
solicitor to the Shipwrights’ Company, and deputy high 
Constable of the borough of Lewes. He is the author ofa 
work on Practice under the Judicature Acts, &c. 


Mr. Francis Henry Oanvy, solicitor (of the firm of 
Perkins & Candy), of Southampton, has been appointed 6 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Conrt of 
Judicatore in England. 

Mr. Huzert Courtney Hopson, solicitor and proctor, of 
Lichfield, has been appointed Legal Secretary to the Bishop 
of Lichfield. Mr. Hodson was admitted a solicitor in 
1869, and is also registrar of the diocese. 


Mr. Henry Hamer, solicitor, of the Town Clerk’s Office, 


Liverpool, has been unanimously elected Town Clerk of the: 


borough of Preston. 


Mr. JosepH Makinson, barrister, has been appointed’ 
Stipendiary Magistrate for the Borough of Salford. Mr, 
Makinson was educated at Owen's College, Manchester, 
and he was formerly scholar of Clare College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as a senior optime in 1859. He wag 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, in Trinity Term, 1864, 
and isa member of the Northern Circuit. He was for 
several years deputy-coroner for the city of Manchester. 


Mr. C. J. TarrinG, barrister, has been appointed Pro- 
fessor of English Law, including International Law and 
Jurisprudence, in the University of Tokio, Japan. 


Mr. Wit11am Harvey Wuiston, solicitor, of Derby, has- 
been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for that boro 
Mr. Whiston was admitted « solicitor in 1865, and is ‘ 
one of the coroners for the county and clerk to the county 
magistrates. 


Mr. Anruur WI1son, barrister, has been appointed 
Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta, on the 
resignation of Mr. Justice Markby. Mr. Wilson is & 
graduate of Trinity College, Dublin, and was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple, in Trinity Term, 1862, hav-- 
ing in the preceding January obtained a first-class certifi- 
cate of honour, He was formerly one of the staff of the 
Werk ty Rerorter, and was for several years common law 
sub-editor of the Law Reports, and also tutor in common law 
at the Inner Temple. In 1873, Mr. Wilson wrote a series 
of articles on the proposed fasion of law and equity in the- 
columns of this journal, which attracted much attention 
and were subsequently republished. In November of the: 
same year Mr. Wilson was selected as one of the three 
barristers who framed the rules of court under the Judica- 
ture Act. He is well known as the author of a book om 
the Judicature Acts and he was alao one of the editors of 
Pollock and Nicholle’ County Court Practice. 


eer 





Mr. Baxter was admitted. 
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—- igh Court of Justice, 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 


(Before Lord .Cotzriner, C.J., and Grove and Lorzs, JJ.) 
June 26.—In re Thomas Lewis Allen. 


In this case a rule had been obtained against a solicitor and 
thematter had been referred to a master of the court for his 
It appeared that Mr. Allen had been retained by 
Mr, Elliot to act as his solicitor in an action which had been 
prought against him to recover £32 10s. Shortly after the 
gotion was commenced, Mr. Allen advised Mr. Elliot to pay 
$30 into court, and Mr. Elliot accordingly handed the said 
gum to the solicitor for that purpose. Mr. Allen, however, 
did not pay the money into court, but proceeded to defend 
thewhole action. As soon as Mr, Elliot discovered this 
he threatened proceedings against Mr. Allen. After 
the rale was served upon him, Mr. Allen paid the £30 
to Mr. Elliot, as well as all costs incurred by his de- 
fult; and, further, it did not appear that Mr. Allen had 
ever intended to appropriate the money to his own use. On 
these facts.the master found that Mr. Allen had been guilty 
of misconduct as a solicitor. 
Wills, Q.C., on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, 
pow moved on this certificate for the judgment of the court. 
Dickens, for Mr. Allen, contended that though Mr 
Allen had been guilty of carelessness, his offence was not one 
which called for more than a severe reprimand. : 
The Court, however, were of opinion that a reprimand 
would not meet the case, and sentenced Mr. Allen to be 
mepended from practice for a twelvemonth, and to pay all 
the costs of the proceedings.— Times. 





DIVISIONAL COURT. 
(Sittings i Banco before Keuty, C. B., and Mexxor, J.) 
July 8—Jn ve a Solicitor. 


The Solicitor-General appeared. to. show cause against a 
nile obtained by a Mr. Simon, in person, for a solicitor to 
thowcause why he should not answer certain matters in 
iidavits. He said he could have wished the same rule 
prevailed in the Common Pleas Division, where this rule was 
gated, as in the Queen’s Bench and Exchequer, that appli- 
ations of this sort might not be made in person, for state- 

ghad been made which no counsel would have made. 
It certainly had been granted most inopportunely, for it 
was in direct defiance of the Act of Parliament. There had 
ben no production of an affidavit of the necessary notice 
to the registrar uf the Incorporated Law Society. 

Mr. Simon said the court had inquiredif such notice had been 
given, and he had answered “ Yes,” as he had called himself 
at the office of the Registrar on Easter Monday, filing a state- 
ment, and that he had considered a notice. 

The Solicitor-General pointed out that that notice con- 

nothing about an affidavit, 
wr Simon stated he had read the opinion of counsel to the 


Mrttor, J.—You got the rule without counsel. 

Keuty, C.B.—We cannot hear you now. By the last 
tection we are forbidden to entertain such applications with- 
outthe production of such an affidavit. So we have no 
choice but to discharge the rule. 

The Solicitor-General,—I have a complete answer on the 
Metits; but I felt obliged to call attention to the Act of 

ent.— Zimes. 


July 8.—Jn re a Solicitor. 


W, Murray appeared on behalf of the Incorporated Law 

y to move for a rule calling on a solicitor to answer 
Certain matters in affidavits. ‘The deponent, Mr. Lewis, 
of Glamorgan, atated that his father bad died intestate 
leaving a widow. ‘The solicitor had promised to take 
out-letters of administration on bebalf of the widow, 
and two payments of £8 and £4 1s. 6d. had been 
made to the solicitor on this behalf. Afterwards the 
tor atated he had paid the district registrar and that 

he did not owe him a penny. But the registrar made an 
that no fees had been paid to him, and the money 

had to be paid again, as the loan which a building society 
Was about to make to Mr. Lewis was refused till the levters 





of administration were granted. The secretary of the- 
society had communicated with the solicitor on the matter, 
but no explanation had been given. 

The Court granted a rule to show cause. — Times. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
(Before Huppieston, B.) 
Morris v. Burnell. 

Tender before action—Refusal—Payment in before appearance 
of amount tendered—Acceptance in discharge—Taxation of 
costs by master—Ords. 30, 55. 

This was an action for £55. 9s. 4d. for goods sold and 
delivered. Before the writ was issued the defendant per- 
sonally offered to plaintiff's solicitor to pay that amount less 
a sum of 17s. 94., which by letter the solicitor refused on the 
the plaintiff's behalf. On the 18th of June, 1878 (same 
day), the writ was issued and before appearance the de- 
fendant paid the amount of the claim into court, less the 
17s. 9d., which payment the plaintiff accepted. The matter 
came before Master Hodgson on the plaintiff bringing in his 
costs for taxation under ord. 30, r. 4, which he taxed. 
The defendant took out a summons to review. 

Hupp.eston, B., held that the discretion of the court 
under ord. 30 ought to be exercised, for the writ was not 
required, as the plaintiff accepted the same sum that he was 
offered before the action brought. Ordered that the taxation 
be reviewed, and that the plaintiff be not allowed any 
costs. 

[See Broadhurst v. Willey, 20 Soricrrors’ JourNaL, 240.] 





Heqal News. 


The appointment of Mr. Hamer to the town clerkship of 
Preston is the fifth appointment, within a period of thirteen 
years, of an officer of the Corporation of Liverpool to be 
town clerk of another borough, 


The Globe states that the County Courts Committee of the 
House of Commons have concluded their inquiry, and re- 
commended that the jurisdiction of these courts shoald be 
extended to claims of £100, that the judges should have 
theirsalary raised by £500, and that they should be eligible 
for seats in the High Court of Justice. 


It is announced that the sittings in London for the trial of 
actions will be resumed at Guildhall on Monday next, the 
15th inst., and, with the exception of the 22nd and 25th, 
wiil be continued up tothe 27th inst. After that date Vise 
Prius sittings will be resumed at Westminster on the 30:h 
inst., which sittings will be continued up to the 8th of 
August. 

At the Manchester City Police-court on Saturday an ap- 
plication was made to Mr, CU. H. Rickards for an order to 
enable the applicant to visit the city gaol and inspect certain 
papers found in the possession of a prisoner now undergoing 
a term of imprisonment. Mr. Rickards said that since the 
prisons passed into the hands of the Government, the visiting 
justices had no power to grant orders such as the one ap- 
plied for. An application would have to be made to the 
Home Seoretary before the order could be obtained. Great 
inconvenience probably would arise unless that part ofthe Act 
were m 


In giving judgment on an appeal against a conviction for 
drunkenness the Recorder ot Liverpool (Mr. Aspinall) re. 
buked the Liverpool police for the readiness with which they 
arrested people for drunkenness, and then refused to liberate 
them on bail. He added that it was a monstrous thing that 
people should be locked up and hauled about in prison vans 
on a charge which, if proved, involved only a fine of 5s., to 
be further aggravated by being locked up all night ia Bride- 
well. In this case the defendant was not outrageous, was 
known to the police, and might have been summoned instead 
of being arrested. Only as the last resource should people 
worse for drink be taken to prison, 

On Monday, in the House of Lords, the Lord Chancellor 
said that the Government had resolved to appoint a Royal 
Commission of three persons, who had undertaken to devote 
during the months of November, December, January, and 








739 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





July 13, 1878, 








February, the time which may be necessary to the ex- 
amination of the Criminal e Bill. Of course it could 
not be proceeded further with this session. ‘‘I will men- 
tion,” said the Lord Chancellor, ‘‘ the names of the Royal 
Commissioners, and I hope they will be satisfactory to 
Parliament. My noble friend Lord Blackburn, considering 
that the amount of judicial business in your lordships’ House 
is not so heavy during those months as at other times, and 
relying on the promise I have made him, answering for my 
other noble and Jearned friends, to relieve him as far as 
possible during that period of his duties in this House, has 
consented to act as chairman of the Royal Commission. It 
is gratifying to me to be to be able to add that Mr. Justice 
Lush, one of the most learned and experienced judges on 
the bench, in consideration of being relieved from his more 
urgent judicial duties during the time, will also serve as a 
member of the Royal Commission; and the third member 
will be Sir James Stephen, the author and draughtsman of 
the measure.” 








Leqislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 4.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the follow- 
ing Bills :—Public Works Loans (Ireland) Act (1877) Amend- 
ment; Public Health (Water); Education Department Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (Birmingham) ; Local Govern- 
ment Board (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Dungarvan, 
&c.) Confirmation; General Police and Improvement 
(Scotland) Act (1862) Order Confirmation (Paisley) ; 
Local Government Board’s (Poor Law) Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Birmingham, &c.); Local Government Board’s 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Artisans’ and Labourers’ 
Dwellings); Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1867, Order 
Confirmation (Lochgelly); Education Department Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (Portsmouth); Pier and 
Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 2); Local Goveroment 
Board (Ireland) Provisional Order Confirmation (Artisans’ 
and Labourers’ Dwellings); Local Government Board's 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Belper Union, &c.) ; 
Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London); Enclosure (Oxford) Provisional Order Con- 
firmation ; Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1); 
Metropolis (Bowman’s-buildings, &c.) Improvement Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation; Ballymena, Cushendall, and 
Redbay Railway; Belfast and Northern Counties Rail- 
way; gor Local Board; Jarrow Improvement ; Glas- 
gow Juvenile Delinquency Prevention and Repression ; 
Newry Commissioners’ Gas; Southern Railway ; Waterford 
and Central Ireland Railway ; Cardiff (Riverside) Road and 
Bridge ; South-Western Railway; Corporation of London 
{Open Spaces); Bradford Tramways; Cleator and Working- 
ton Junction Railway Extension; Manchester South Junc- 
tion and Altrincham Railway; Stoke-upon-Trent and Fenton 
Gas; Leicester Corporation Gas and Water Transfer ; 
Bradford Water and Improvement ; Grand Junction Water- 
works; Lichfield Gas; Trowbridge Water; Hamilton 
Burgh ; Great Southern and Western Railway ; Limavady 
and Dungarvan Railway; North British Railway ; Man- 
chester Suburban Tramways; Taff Vale Railway ; Ramsey 
and Somersham Junction Railway; Cardiff Waterworks; 
Plamstead Common; Neath Harbour; Swansea Improve- 
ments and Tramways; Clare Slate Land Reclamation; 
Dublin Tramways ; Glasgow, &c., Railway; Great Northern 
Railway (Further Powers); Dadley and Oldbury Junction 
Railway ; Maryport Improvement ; Metropolitan District 
Railway; Great Eastern Railway (General Powers) ; 
Bradford Canal Transfer; Drumcandra, Clonliff, and Glas- 
nevin Township; Dublin Central “Tramways; Dublin 
Southern District Tramways; Limerick Corporation Gas; 
and Normanton Gas. 

BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE, 
Dewtat Practitioners, 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bi1s.—RKeadcliffe and Polkington Gas, Weston- 
super-Mare Improvement Commmistioners, Newbury Borough 
Extension, London and North-Western Railway (Additional 
Powers), London and North-Western Railway (Railways and 
Widenings), Metropolitan Railway. 





mene | 
<4 


Prison Avruoritres Acr (1874) AmenpMent. Burrus oy 
Satz. Tramways Orpers Conrirmation (No, 2), 


JULY 5.—BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE, 

TerzcraPus. Merropotis MaNnaGeMENT AND Burtping 
Acts AmenpMENnT. Loca GoveRNMENT PRrovistonayz 
Orpers (ApEaGaveNNY Union, &c.). Loca Goveny. 
MENT Provisional Orpers (Dawuisx, &c.). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

PrrvaTe Bitus.—Marquis of Exeter’s Settled Esta 
Letterkenny Railway, Stockton-on-Tees Quay and Markets, 
Dentat Practitioners. Conway Bripee (Composrrioy 

or Dest). 


JULY 8.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Sratote Law Revision. 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
PARLIAMENTARY AND Municrpat RecistRation (ConsoLmi. 
TION)» 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Birts.—Christ Church, Newgate-street, London, 
Tithes Commutation, Cooke Estate, Ramsgate Improvement, 
Loca, GoveRNMENT Provisional Orpers (Dawuisx, &.), 

JULY 9.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

CHARITABLE Trusts.—Bill to amend the Charitable Trusts 

Act. (The Lord Chancellor.) 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Statute Law Revision. 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
PrtvaTEe Bitts.—South-Eastern Railway, Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board. 

PaRLIAMENTARY AND Municrpat Reoistration (Con. 
SOLIDATION). TzLecRAPHS. MerTropotis ManaGemunt 
anp Buitpine Acts AmenpMENT. LocaL GovBRNMEST 
Provisional Onpers (ABERGAVENNY UNioN, &c.). 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


JULY 4.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Truro CHAPTER. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Commutation or TiTHES. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

PrivaTE Bitts.—Bristol and Portishead Pier and Railway 
(Portishead Docks), Exeter Gas, South Staffordshire Water, 
Sutton-in-Ashfield Gas. 

Eprine Forest. 


JULY 5.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Hicuways (recommitted). 
JULY 8.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Brty,—Brook’s Estate. 
BisHopnrics. 


BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Contaciovs Diszases (ANIMALS) (progress reported). 
Fresuwater Fish Prorzcrion (passed through com- 
mittee). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Bitts.—Brecon Markets, Draperstown Railway, 

Warrington Water. 

CommuTation or Tires, 
JULY 9.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
SALE or Foop and Davos.—Bill to amend the Sale of 

Food and Drugs Acts, 1875. (Mr, Anderson.) 
Merroro.itan Boarp or Worxs.—Bill to further amend 

the Acts relating to the raising of money by the Metropolitan 

Board of Works; and for other purposes relating thereto 

(Sir H. 8. Ibbetson.) 

BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Bairisn Museum (Transren or Coiiecrion). 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Hicuways (clauses 20—31), Txuno Onarren (passed 
through committee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
County oy Hznzvoup. Fursuwargi Fisu Prorzcrion, 
JULY 10,—BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Dentons Act AMENDMENT. 
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Caurt Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Cc Mas THs 
Date. pig Bees VC. Mantes. 
Monday, July.. 15Mr. Leach Mr. Merivale Mr. Ward 
—. 6 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Wednesday.... 17 Leach Merivale 
Thursday .--. 18 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Frida’ seeeeere 19 Leach Merivale Ward 
ay...» 20 Latham Milne Pemberton 
V..0.Bacow, V.0.Hatn, Mr. Justice 
July., 15Mr. Farrer Mr. Koo Mr. Holdship 
oe :: 6 King Clowes Teesdale 
Wednesday.... 17 Farrer Koe Holdship 
Thursday .... 18 King Clowes Teesdale 
Friday...eee.. 19 Farrer Koe Holdship 
Saturday...... 20 King Clowes Teesdale 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 16.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEwson, & FARMER, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., valuable reversion to freehold and leasehold 
ies (see advertisement, p. 4, this week). 
June 16.—Messrs. PrickETT, VENABLES, & Co., at the Mart, 
at2 p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertise- 
ment, p. 616, June 1). 
July 17.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusrFiz.p, at the Mart, at 
2p.m., freehold properties (see advertisement, p. 4, June 29). 
Jaly 17.—Mesars, VENTOM, BuLL, & Cooper, at the Mart, at 1 
p.m., leasehold property (see advertisement, p. 4, this week). 
July 19.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
oN 2 p.m., freehold property (see advertisement, p. 20, 
June 1). 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


July 11, 1878. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
pet Cent. Consols, 96} Annuitias, April, "85, 9% 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 1,95} | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 963 Ex Bills ,£1000, 24 per Ct. 8 pm 
New 3 por Cenb., 963 Ditto, £500, Do, 8 pm. 


Do. 84 perCent., Jan, 794 Ditto, 2100 & £26¢, 8 pm. 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 258 
Do 5 per Cont., Jan, ’78 Ditte for Account. 

Annuities, Jan. ’80 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent.July, ’80,103}; Enf.Pr.5$ perCnt., May, 89 
Dittofor Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, 1045 April, ’64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 80 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
fad Bof.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK, 
































































Railways. Paid.) Closing Price, 
Htock| Bristol and Exeter 100 os 
Stock/ Caledonian 100 110} 
StockiGlasgow and South-Western ...ssccsserverees] 100 96 
kiGreat Eastorn Ordinary Stockh ssecossssseesses+| 100 61 
kiGreat Northern... 100 110 
tock} Do., A Stock® ......ssercsssssversees | 100 1068 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ir 100 126 
k/Great Western—Original..... 100 100 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... 100 1394 
tock London, Brighton, and South C 100 141 
tock! London, Chatham, and Dover,, 100 28 
tock | London and North-Western 100 146 
London and South Western.. 100 1374 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Linc 100 83 
tock | Metropolitan 100 118 
MOCK) D0., DISrIt vvessevsessevsesseseecvsseessvecensesee] 100 
Hook | Midland 100 196 
Rook |/North British 100 92 
Stock! North Eastern 100 1394 
Stock North London 100 lat 
Boa ReTe Staffordabire sesvssssseeseesserseeeesceesesss] 100 58 
South Devon 100 
Mock lSouth-Eastern 100 134 











* A receives no dividend watil 6 por cont, has been paid to B. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. . 

Ampuietr.—Jnly 4, at 22, Upper Gloucester- Dorset-- 
Sy the wife of R, Holmden Amphlett, tac Bry ag 
of a daughter. 

MAcMULLEN.—July 1, at Taunton House, ip ag 
Shepherd’s Bush, London, the wife of R. H. Bristow Mac- 

a a = of a son. ae a : 

ORRIS.—July 2, at 4, St. Michael Ly amy North 
aeneegin, W.., the wife of Francis Wyld Morris, solicitor, 
of a son. 


PzacockE.—June 28, at Gunnersbury, the wife of Gerald 
Loftus Peacocke, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law; of 
a daughter. 

TaMPLIN.—July 1, at 11, Mortimer-road, N.W., the wife of 
Herbert Travers Tamplin, of the Middle Temple, barrister- 
at-law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Mgapows—Oyrter.—July 4, at St. Mary’s-in-the-Castle, 
Hastings, Gad William Meadows, solicitor, Hastings, to 
Elizabeth, daughter of the late Mr. Samuel Oyler, of Cran- 
brook, Kent. 


DEATHS. 
Martin.—May 14, at Banyule, Heidelberg, Victoria, 
— Robert William Kirby Martin, barrister-at-law, 


Prance.—July 8, at Frognal, Hampstead, Charles H 
Prance, barrister-at-law, aged 45. . ‘ _— 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, July 5, 1874. 
Hunter, Richard, John Hunter, William Salmoa Clark, and Edmund 
Child Haynes, New sq, Lincoln's inn, Solicitors. July 1 
Williams, Robert Jones, and Hugh Goodman Roberts, Mold, Flint, 
Solicitors. June 29 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Farpay, July 5, 1878. 
Liwitep tx Caancery. 

Agricultural Auct’on and Agency Company, Limited.— Petition for 
winding up, presented July 4, directed to be heard before the M.R. 
on July 13. Houlders, barbican, solicitor for the petitioners 

Great Western and Parisian Laundry Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented July.4, directed to be heard befure the M.R. oa 
July 12. ‘Ellis and Co, S:. Swithin’s lane, solicitors ‘or the petitioner 

Victoria Coal and Iron Company (Swans2a Vale) Limiied.—V.C. 
Bacon has, by an order dated June 18, appoinied Frederic Joseph 
Tingle, Cannon st, to ba official liquidator, 

Home Investment Society Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an order 
dated May 29, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, Cannon st, to be 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before August 9, to 
send their names and addresses, andthe particulars of their debts or 
claims to the above. Monday, Octubar 28, at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Patent Davit and Boat Detaching Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 22, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Louis Charles 
Alexander, Saint Michael’s House, Saint Michael’s-alley, Corrhil!.— 
Monday, July 29 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

Buffalo Hide Horse Shoe Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an 
order dated March 2, appointed Edward Lindsay, High st, Shore- 
ditch, to be official liquidator 

Ecclesfield Paper Mills Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, dv an 
order, dated March 28, appointed William Hubert Smith, Sheffield, 
to te additional liquidator 


County Patatine oF LANCASTER. 
Fripay, Ju'y 5, 1878. 

Evan Leigh, Son, and Oompany, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented July 3, directed to ba heird defore the V.C. at 6, Stcne 
buildings, Lincoln’s inn, at July 15 at (0.30. Addleshaw and 
Warburton, Manchester, sulicitors for the petitioner 


Tvsspay, July 9, (878, 
Liwtrep 1n Caancerr. 

Argentine Tramways Company, Lim:ted.—Creditors are requ'red, on 
or before November 1, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Messrs, Lambert and Dac- 
ford, 2, Copthall buildings. Wednesday, November 6, at 3, is ap- 
peinted for hearing and a*jadicating upon the debdts and claims, 

Catherton Coiliery Company, Limited.—Malius, V.C., has, by an order 
dated June 29, appointed Wattee William Nauaton, the Square, 
Shrewsbury, to be official liquidator, Creditors are required, oa or 
before September 2, to send their names and addressey and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to the above, Wednesday, 
October 30, at 12, is appointed fur hearing and a¢jadicating upon the 
debts claims 

Chollerford eae Wall) Hydrop thie 5 tablish & Company, 
L'mited.—Petition for winding up presented July 4, directed te be 
heard before the M.R. on July 29. Ellis, Munday, avd Co, St 
} eapeses lene, agents for Gar butt, Newoastie-on-Tyne, soliciter for 

@ petitioners 

Diamond Fuel Oompany, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented 
Taly 5, directed to be heard b.fore Malins, V.C., on July 19. Bos 
Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the pe iueners 











782 


—_— 





THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 











Friendly Societies Dissolved, 
Farivar, July 5, 1878. 
Nelson Victory Lodge Friendly Society, Hope Pole Inn, High st, 
‘Westbromwich, Stafford. June 28 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tunspay, June 25, 1878, : 

Gilbert. William, Maidstone, snared Victualler, July 22. Gilbert 
v. Gilbert, M.R. Steyning, Ma 8 

Haselwocd, ae — ale. ag 20. Haselwood 
vy. King, V.C. Malins. Greene, Bury raunds 

Matthews, William Shary, Oul Stafford, Esq. July 20, Hassall 
y. Oerton, V.C. Malins. Oerton, Birmingham 

Newman, Robert, Durham st, Hackney rd,Gent, July 20. Robinson 
v. Cohen, V.C. Malins. Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 

Noyes, Joseph, Steke lane, Somerset, Cordwainer. July 26. Broad- 
ribb v. George, V.C.Hall. Nalder, Shepton Mallet 

‘Wanchope, Samuel. Madras, Bengal, Esq. Nov 1, Wauchope v. 
Wauchope, V.C. Hall. Ford, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Wigham, Thomas, Gateshead-on-Tyne, ham. July 10. Rewcastle 
v. Bell, V.C. Bacon. Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Wilson, Richard, Clay Cross, Chemist. July 25. Wilson v. Howe, 
V.C. Malins. Marsden, Chesterfield 

Frroay, June 28, 1878. 

Broughall. Martha, Whettington Castle, nr Oswestry. Aug 5. Next- 
of-kin, V.C. Malins. 

er 4 Cheetham, Manchester, Esq. Oct 29. Harrod v. Baker 

.C. Malins. 

Helbv, Stephen William, Landport. Builder, July 26. Bailey v. Helby 
M.R. Rc wland, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Irish, Thomas Brand, Rumsam, Devon, Merchant. July 24. Irish v. 
Irish, V.C. Malins. Ffinch, Barnstaple y 

Morris, Thomas Sewell, Winchester, Estate Agent. July 20. Morris v. 
Morris, V.C, Malins. Greenfield, Lancaster place, Strand 

Openshaw, Thomas Lomax, Bary, Lancashire, Manufacturer. July 22 
Duckworth vy. Openshaw, V.C. Bacon. Grundy, Manchester 

Slater, Joseph, Southampton. Aug 3. Ware v. Oliver, V.C. Hall. 
Page, Southampton 

Stubbs, Richard, Weston-super-Mare, Gent. ‘July 23. Hanson v. 
Stubbs, M.R. Pawle, New inn, Strand 

= Mary, Longoch, Carnarvon, Aug 9. Jones v. Ellis, V.O. 


Wansborongh, William John, Birkdale, Lancashire, Painter. July 23. 
Threlfall v. Wansborouch, M.R. Parr, Southport 

Williams, John, Gwna Fawr, Anglesea, Farmer. July 23, Williams 
v. Williams, M.R. Roberts, Bangor 

Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, June 28, 1878. 

Aalbergen, Jacob, Castle st, Leicester aq, Dealer in Watches. Aug 10. 
Barris, Moorgate st 

Ayland, James, Brighton, Lodging house keeper. Sept 1. Janson 
end Co, Finsbury circus 

Barns, John. Preston Kichard, Westmorland, Farmer. Aug20. Thom- 
son and Wilson, Kendal 

Barraclough, Zerrubbabel, Haworth, Aug 17 
Wright and Waterworth, Keighley 

Bond, William Henry, Axminster, Devon, Retired Commander R .N. 
July 25. Forward, Axminster 

Braid, George Ross, Kennington rd, Actor. July 31, Plews and Co, 
Merk lane 

Burridge, Ann, Bath. Aug26,. Stone and Co, Bath 

—— William, Liverpool. Aug 31. Ansdell and Son, Saint 

e'en’s 

Carrington, Edmund, Calectta, East Indies Freight Broker. Aug 1. 
Brydges snd Meliersh, Cheltenham 

Crichton, Alexander, Waterloo, Lancashire, Engineer. Augl. Rich- 
ardson and Co, Liverpool 

Dowie, Alfred Newman, Bernithau Court. Hereford, Gent, Sept 29. 
Minett snd Co. Ross - 

Emery, George Heberden, Banwell, Somerset, Esq. Aug 24. Wool- 
fryes, Banwell 

Garlick, Joseph, Wormhill, Derby, Farmer. Aug 1. Bond and Son, 
Manches'er 

Gibbings, Ruth, Bath. Aug 26. Stone and Co, Bath 

Hall, Riebsrd, Petiows rd, Haverstock Hill, Major-Gen Madras A rmy. 
July 27. Gadsden and Treherne, Bedford row 

Irving, !Jemes Frederick, Leith, Captain of the “‘ George Crowshaw.” 
Aug il. Coburn and Young, Leader hall st 

go Mary, Bridiington Quay, York. July 20. Wood, Ponte- 


Jessop, Matthew, York, Yeoman. July 20. Wood, Pontefract 
Johnson, Msjor Alfred Ford, Hastings. Aug %. Boxall, Brighton 
King, John, Southsea. Esq. Aug 10. Donuithorne, Gracechurch 


street 

Lampen, Richard Henry Pering, Leeds, Clerk to the Leeds Union. 

Aug. Rider, Leeds j f 

Meunse one Jane, Lower Seymour st, Portm . July 29, Bak 
ané Co, Lincoin’s inn fields F pati ~~ mH 

Nancarrow, George, Swansea, Copper Agent. July 30. Boor and 


Bil!, Swansea 
Pictard, Joseoh, Leede,Gent. Ang8. Rider, Leets 
, Nant Eos, a of 


York, Ironmonger. 


Powell, Williem Thomas Rowla 
Cardiganshire Militia. Ang 16. Cobb, Lincoln's inn fle 
_ an , Brattley, Lincoln, Farmer, July 28. Wilson and 


Seott, Kezia, Ely, Cambridge. Sept 1. Marshal}, Ely 
Bentor, George, Headingley, near Leeds, Gent. Aug 8, Rider 


Leeds 
‘ ““ eee Gent. Augl0. Etherington, Serjeant’s 
Sharpe, Jemes, Church ré, Brixton, Gent. July 31. Harcourt, New ' 


» Thomas, Beacon Hill, > 7 ¥ 
Nn y Bath, Gent. Aug 26 sone ana | 








Tuly 13; 1873, 
Todd, William Waddle, Manchester, Butter Merchant. Ang 4 
oe 
ern ern . Jo 
Treherve, Bedford row ” , F 
Walrond, Bethell, Collumpton, Devon, Esq. Septl. WhidDorng 
Tozar, Teignmou 
ey. Henry, Elmsworth, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. Aug }, 
ewpor' 
Weneeee Rev William, Harriott Hayes, Salop. Aug 14, Tyndall aj 
Paxton, Liverpool 
Woodhead, John, Leeds, Decorator. Aug8. Rider. Leeds 
Yeomans, George, Guildford st, Russell sq, Job Master. 
Yarde and Loader, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 


— TE ere July 2, bet va . 

Arthur, Sir eric! po ueen’s gate, le park, B. 

27. Wvnne and Co, Lincoln’s inn flelds > » See ty 

Arthur, Helen, Randolph crescent, Maida Hill. Aug 27. Wynneiy 
Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bolt, — Sly, Melcombe Regis, Dorset. Aug 1. Howard, Wa 
mou! 

Brazier, James, Oxford, Gent. Aug10. Mallam, Oxford 

Bromhead, Richard, Leicester, Gent. Sept 30. Harris, Leicester 

Clive, Jane, King’s Heath, Worcester. Aug 2.- Foster, Birming, 


ham 

Cotton, William, Nunhead, Surrey, Gent. Sept 1, Simpson and¢ 
lingford, Gracechurck st 

Daking, Georgiana, Newport, Isle of Wight. Aug17. Eldridge a 
Son, Newport 

Davies, Henry Philip, Clinton Seaford, Sussex, Esq. Aug 15, Capra! 
and Co, Savile place, Conduit st 

Douglas, Elizabeth, Lythmore, Cumberland. Augl. Mason, Whig 
haven 

Doug'as, Hannah Taylor, Lythmore, Cumberland. Aug 1. Mam, 
Whitehaven 

Gandy, Thomas, Hamilton terrace, St John’s Wood, Gent, Any, 


Holmes and 8on, Bedford row 

Gardner, Bawtry, Nottingham, Forger. July 31. Bramley, Sy, 
field 

Gist, William, Alderton, Gloucester, Esq. Aug 31. Tliffe and (,, 
Bedford row y 

Greensmith, Henry, Harrogate, Hosier, Augl. Richardson andBym, 
Harrogate . 7 

Hall, William, Syndale, Kent, Esq. Aug2. Cunliffe and Co, Changq 
lane 

Herborn, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron Merchant, Sept { 
Ingledew and Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Harper, William Henry, New Shoreham, Schoolmaster. Ang 

Woods and Dempster, Brighton 


Hodges, George, Old Kent rd, Gent. Aug 3. Allen and Son, Gale 


Jaly 


st, Soho sq 

Jarvis, Martha, Bradford Abbas, Dorset. July 26, Pfooks, 
Sherborne 

Kidman, Edith, Edworth, Bedford. Aug 13, Chapman, Bigg 
wade 


Lauder, James, Forest Hill, Gent. Aug 10. Cronin and Bink 
Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Lawton, James, Rochdale, Lancashire, Surgeon, Aug 12, Hey 
Rochdale 


Newington, Rev Francis, Osmington Vicarage, Dorset. Aug 1. How 
ard, Weymouth 

Potter, John, Hemford, Salop, Retired Miner. July 27, Moms 
Shrewsbury 

Prentice, George Hailey, Inner Temple, Barrister-at-law. July a 
Tylee ard Oo, Essex st, Strand q 

Procter, John, Lancaster, Painter. Aug 12. Clark and Co, Langu 


ter 
| Pugh, Richard, Fownhope, Hereford. Sept 1. Farmer, Hereford 
| Quirk, Jane, Oxton, Cheshire. i 


; July 27, Peacock and Co, Liva 
poo: 
Rideout, Philip, Uperly, Dorset, Gent. Aug1. Howard, We 
and Son, Hull 
Rolls, John Jenkins, Weymouth, Dorset, Tobacconist. Aug1. Hor 
Ruddle, Harriet, Chester. Aug 13. Bridgeman and Co, Chester 
Salwey, Homphrey, Cliff, Salop. July 15, Salwey, Ludlow 
and Walker, Billiter st 
Sherren, Mary, Melcombe Regis, Dorset. Aug 1. Howard, Wa’ 
Sisam, William Henry, Harrington, Worcester, Miller. Aug lh 
Jones, Alcester 
Jaly 28. Tatton, High st, Kensington 
Swatridge, Mary, Weymouth, Dorset. Aug!. Howard, Weymouth 
Ashcroft, Edward, Bootle-cum-Linacre, Lancashire, Builder. Avg Us. 
Quinn and Sons, Liverpool 
son and Co, Hartlepool 
Bayley, Mary, Leamington Priors. Sept 3. Carr, St Mildred’st, 
Benham, Charles Henry, Albemarle st, Piccadilly, Wine Merchast 
Sept 2. Tidy and Co, Sackville st 
Wilde and Co, College hili 
Care, William, Louth, Lincoln, Esq. Aug 1. Falkner and Owes 
t! 
Cornock, Elizabeth, Heathfield, Gloucester, Aug 1, Scott, Berke 
Dadney, James, Brighton, Gent. Aug 16. Woods and Dempst 


Robinson, Job, Hedon~in-Holderness, York, Painter. Sept 24, Weiss 
ard, Weymouth 
Sandison, Anna Algehr, Adelaide rd, Surbiton. August 15. Comet 
mouth 
Snooks, Joseph James, Newland terrace, Kensington, Fishmonge 
Fripay, July 5, 1878, 
poo! 
Barnard, Fairfax, Throston, Durham, Master Mariner. Aug 29, Hoty 
Poultry 
Berger, Frederick willham, Great Marlow, Bucks, Esq. Sept % 
Lou 
Cockshott, Catherine Elizabeth, Skipton, York. July 26, Mill 
Skipton 
Brighton 
Duseu:oy, Alfred, Petersfield, Hants, Gent, July 25, Marvin, South 
sea, 
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givaris, Mary, Heworth, Durham, Aug 5, W: a Dendy, , Waterboach 

ferenero tye Butcher, Aug ol caine s Cambridge, July 16 at 12 OComheiige, Eet July 2, Baten. 
‘ Oldbury. Aug 17. Wright, Oldb Liquidations by Arrangement. 

Hal Marly ar Lane aahire, July 31, Slater and Co, FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


ter , 
Finnis, James, Swingfield, Kent, Farmer. July 29. Sankey and Co, 


Thowas, Hethersett, Norfolk, Farmer. Aug 17, in and 
a D ’ Lk, ug 17, Copeman and 


Emma, Leeds. Sept 1, Snowdon, Leeds 

SS. George, Scarborough, Hotel Keepers Aug 10, Watts, Scar- 
boro’ 

Tay, Wilam Robert Hanover sq, Lieut-Gen. Aug 5, Whately, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hammond, Emma, Ewell rd, Surbiton, Aug 2. Hedges and Brandreth, 
Red Lion sq, Bloomsbury 

Flands, 7 Beechwood Haylands, Isle of Wight, Draper, Aug 1. 
Farde 

Barris, Prunence, Nag’s Head yard, Southwark. Aug 10. Easton, 


Walworth rd 
Haslam, John, Tonge, Lancashire, Cotton Cloth Finisher, Oct 3, 
taker, Lancaster place, Strand 
Heading, George, Little Gransden, Cambridge, Yeoman. Aug 16, 
Chapman, Biggleswade 
son, Thomas Carr, Harley st, Surgeon. Sept 3. Carr, St Mil- 
dred’s ct, Poultry 
a; George, Plymouth, Butcher. July 20. Bulteel and Rowe, 


outh 
yffin, Robert, Newport, Salop, Surgeon’s Assistant. Sept1. Liddle, 
Ne 


lewport 

Mason, Matthew, Doughty st, Mecklenburg sq, Printer. Aug 31. 
Henderson and Buckle, Fenchurch st 

Maud, — Daventry, Northampton, Goldsmith. July 27. Roche, 
Daven 

Meek, Richard Beynon, Marlborough Hotel, Upper Holloway, Hotel 
Proprietor. Aug 13. Rice and Burnett, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Berio , Arthur, Park st, Park lane, Esq. Aug 5. Rooper, Lincoln’s 
inn fields f 

Parry, William, Calne, Wilts, Gent. Sept 16. Keary and Co, Chip- 


m 

Patch, Rev Joseph, Meadow Lodge, Lancashire, Aug 15. Heelis, 

Hawkshead 

Pennell, Mcry, York cottages, Old Kent rd. Aug 20. Easton, Wal- 
h 

July 25. 


Aug 6. 


Oliver, Robert, Winlaton, Durham, Chain Manufacturer. 
Robson, Gateshead 

Richardson, George, Ramsden Belihouse, Essex, Farmer. 
Woodard, Billericay 

Searle, Lucy, Brighton. Aug 16. Woods and Dempster, Brighton 

Searle, Michael, Brighton, Telescope Proprietor. Aug 16, Woods and 
Dempster, Baighton 

Smith, William, Wakefield, Tallow Chandler, July 26. Manderand 
Son, Wakefield 

Speak, Elizabeth, Broseley, Szlop. Aug 1. Hubbard and Co, Buck- 


lersbury 
Taylor, John, Southend, Essex, Esq. Aug 31. Palmer and Co, Trafalgar 


uly, James Lewis , Melbourne, Victoria, in the employ of P. and 0. 
Steam Navn. Co. Avgt0. Hounsell, Furnival’s ion 
Warham, William, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Hotel Keeper. Aug 29, Cob- 
bett and Co, Manchester 
Wilkinson, Thomas, Bingley, York, Farmer. Aug 24. Wright and 
Waterworth, Keighley 
Wreaks, William," Hemsworth, Derby, Gent, Sept 29. Broomhead 
and Co, Sheffield 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, July 5, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar 
To Surrender in London. 
Wilkinson, oats Newgate-street, Merchant. Pet July2. Hazlitt. 


July 17 at 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Abbott, John, Kingston-upon-Hall, Oil Merchant. Pet July 2. Rollit. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, July 18 at 2 

Amos, William Matthews, Hythe, Kent, Builder. Pet July 2. Furley. 
Canterbury, July 19 at 2 

Brewster, George Hickman, Kingston-unon-Hul!, Leather Strapping 
Resotacturer. Pet June 29. Rollit, Kingston-upon-Hull, July 18 


Brown, David, Pentre, Broughton, Denbigh, Collier. Pet July 3. Pugh 
Wrexham, July 17 at 11 
les, Joreph, Tranmere, Chester, Coal Merchant. Pet July4. Wil- 
liams. Birkenhead, July 17 at 12 
Caroline, Handsworth, near Birmingham, Tailoress. Pet June 
7. Cole. Birmingham, July 16 at 2 
Southwell, Alfred, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridge, Baker. Pet July 
+} Partridge. King’s Lynn, July 19 at 11 
Waddingham, Henry John, Weelsby, near Great Grimsby, Builder, 
Pet Joly 1. _- Great Grimaby, July 17 at 2 
‘oEsDay, July 9, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Gtrdiner, Joseph, Cornwall rd, Brixton Rise, House Agent, Pet May 
2, Hazlitt. July 24 at11 
Parker, Charles, and John Amiss, Clay Hall, Gld Ford rd, Mannfac- 
turing Chemisis, Pet Joly 4. Pepys. July 25 at li 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bradbury, John, Broadheath, Cheshire. Pig Dealer. Pet J uly 5. Lis- 
ter. Manchester, July 29 at 11 
ee Farmer. Pet July 6, Symonds. 
r, July 23 a 
8, 9 ee Longtown, Hereford, Pet July 5, Shepard. 
Metsoo, Bamusl, Little Leighs, Esex, Farmer, Pet July 5 
’ ’ . . 
Ohelmstord, July 27 at ie vee 





Famay, July 5, 1878, 


Adams, Charles, New Normanton, Bricklayer. Jaly [18 at 3 at offices 
of Briggs, Amen alley, Derby xo vt 
Appleyard, Cornelius, Heckmondwike, Cabinetmaker. July 19 at 3 at 
offices of Sykes, Ingsgrove, Heckmondwike 
Ashworth, Richard, Manchester, Clock Manufacturer. July 17 at 3 at 
offices of Harris, Blue Boar court, Manchester 
, William, Accrington, Saddler. July 22 at 3 at offices of Livesay 
and Talbot, New Market st, Blackburn, Whalley, Accrington 
Baird, Robert, Eglingham, Northumberland, Grocer. July 17 at 11 
at offices of Richardson, Market st, Newcastle-upom-Tyne 
Barwick, Brice Wilkinson, Thomas Barwick, and John Kaye Barwick, 
Keighley, Jewellers, July 17 at 2 at offices of Wright and Water- 
worth, Devonshire buildings, Keighley 
Best, James, Durham, Whitesmith. July 19 at 11 at offices of Salkeld, 
Elvet bridge, Durham 
Boyd, Robert, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Brass Founder. July 22 
at 3 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Brazendale, William Davies, Piccadilly, Manchester, Tailor. Jaly 17 
at 11 at offices of Nicholson and Milne, King st, Manchester. Young, 
Manchester 
Briggs, Samuel, Burfon-upon-Trent, Wine Merchant. July 17 at 2 at 
the Three Queen’s Hotel, Bridge st, Burton-upon-Trent. Jennings, 
Burton-upon-Trent 
Bull, George Parsons, Seagrave rd, West Brompton, Harness Maker. 
July 12 at 3 at offices of Barnard and Co, Finsbury place. Goatly, 
Bow st, Covent garden 
Bullock, James, Accrington, Stone Mason. July 16 at 3 at offices of 
Ballard, St James st, Accrington 
Clark, Frederick, Worksop, Nottingham, Baker. Jaly 17 at 11 at 
offices of Marshall, Chapel gate, East Retford 
Ciniet, John, Heath Town, Wolverhampton, Tailor. July 22 at 3 at 
offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Davey, William Hook, Rochester place, Kentish town, Engineer. 
July 23 at 3 at offices of Kisch, Argyll place, Regent st 
Davis, Maurice, King st, Finsbury, Leather Goods Manufacturer. 
: uly oy at 12 at offices of Cottman and Collings, Buckingham st, 
tran 
Deacon, William, Leicester, Baker. July 22 at 3 at offices of Shires, 
Market st, Leicester 
Dewson, John, Liverpool, Printer. July 18 at 3 at offices of Rogers, 
Lord st, Livercool. Barrell and Co, Liverpool : 
Dixon, Abraham, Beeston Boyds, nr Leeds, Dyer. July 18 at 3at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Wellingtonst, Leeds. Rider 
Dronfield, Mary Ann, Barnsley, Furniture Dealer. July 18 at 11 at 
_ — Hotel, Church st, Barnsley. Marsha!l and Ownsworth, 
arnsley 
Drury, William, Lozells, Birmingham, Grocer. July 18 at 11 at offices 
of Fowke, Anr st, Birmingham 
Earl, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Commission Agent. July 23 
at 11 at offices ot Williams and Lewis, Castle st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Ely, Richard Trotman, Perrott’s Brook, nr Cirencester, Miller. July 
15 at 12 at Northfield house, Cheltenham. Potter, Cheltenham 
Feather, Samuel, and Frank Henry Feather, Bradford, Commission 
Wool Combers, July 18 at 11 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly 
chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Files, John, Skelmersdale, Lancashire, Bootmaker. July 20 at 11 at 
offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 
Freedman, Soloman, Bell lane, Spitalfields, Window Glass Cutter. 
July 16 at 3 at offices of Slater and Co, Guidhall chambers, Basing- 
hall st. Cattlin, Wormwood st 
Frost, William Frederick, Cardiff, Professor of Music, July 16 at 12,30 
at offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
Fudge, George, St George, Gloucester, Baker. July 18 at 3 at offices 
of Dix, Exchange, Bristol 
Furneaux, William Samuel. Tottenham court rd, Fancy Jeweller. 
July 25 at 12 at offices of Weeks and Son. Cheapside 
Gibson, George, Knaresborough, York, Tailor. July 18 (instead of 
uly 11, as stated in previous notice) at 10 at offices of Crumbie, 
Stonegate, York 
Goode, Thomas William, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Saddler. July 
17 at | at offices of Fraser and Wright, Old Market, Wisbech 
Gray, Thomas Robi » Bur tofts, Leeds, Baker. July 18 at 11 at 
the Saracen’s Head Hotel, Boar lane, Leeds Dresser, Leeds 
Gregg, Robert, and William Richard Beck, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, 
Costume Manufacturers. July 19 at 3 at offices of Partington aud 
Allen, Townhall buildings, King st, Manchester 
Hackett. John, Clonbrock rd, Stoke Newington, Builder, July [5 at 2 
at 9, Junction place, Hackney. Phillips, Mark lane 
Harley, Edward, Stafford, Manufacturer’s Clerk. Jaly 24 at 12 at 
olfices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 
Hole, William, Bristol, Wheelwright. July 18 at 12 at offices of 
Brittan and Co, Smali st, Bristol 
Homer, Joho, Liverpool, Poulterer. July 18 at 12 at offices of Cul- 
shaw, Lord st, Liverpool 
Howell, Henry Brandon, Brompton rd, Builder, July 17 at 3 at offices 
of Rubinstein, Regent st, Waterloo place 
Hughes, John Edward, Taunton, Lancashire, Auctioneer. July 17 at 
11 at the Golden Lion Hotel, Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Hunt, William George, Ripley, Derby, News Agent. July 18 at 2 at 
offices of Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 
liffe, Charles, Church row, Limeh , Out of busi July Slat 4 
at offices of Routh and Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
James, William Augustus, Maida vale, Paddington, Boot Manufacturer. 
July 16 at 11 at offices of Anning, Cheapside 
Jones, Clement Selkirk, Birmingham, Fruit and Italian Warehousemsa. 
July 13 at 11 at offices of Spencer, Kennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Keen, William, Haswell, Durham, Merchant Tailor, July 20 atl) at 
effices of Wright, Tempest place, Seaham Harbour 
Kenyon, John, Denton, Lancashire, Manufacturing Chemist. July 16 
at 12 at offices of Gould, St Peter's sq, Manchester 
Kidd, Charles William Francis, Heigham, Norwich, Carpenter. Jaly 
18 at 3 at offices of Sadd and Linay, Norwich 
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He Wakefield, Drapér. July 17 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, 
TeWecd st, Wakefield. Wainwright wh ateaoe, Wakefield 
Marshall, ye Manager. July 18 at 11 at Lordship’s Larder, 
St Enoch fq, Ww 

Merritt, ‘teed stephen, ar, Sanne. Jaly 18 at 3 at 
offices of ows, Che irmingham 

, Thomas, Pembroke Doek , Pembroke, Tallow Chandler. July 18 

at 11 at offices of Vanghan Williams, Lower Meyrick st, Pembroke 

Millwaters, William Collett, Beeston Royds, nr Leeds, Tobacconist. 
July 18 at 3 at offices of Dalton, Albion st, Leeds 

Morgan, John, Poatypool, Grocer. July 23 at | at offices of Tribe and 
Co, High st, Newport. Watkins, Pontypool 

Mortimer, William, Triangle, York, Tailor. July 18 at 3 at offices of 
Brierley, Butis avenue, Rochdale 

Mullenger, Eéward. Bnogay St Mary, Suffolk, Butcher. July 25 at 11 
at the Tuns Inn, Bungay St Mary. Palmer, Great Yarmouth 

Murray, Matthew, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Merchant. July 22 at 12 
at offices of Seago and Son, Hieh st, Lowestoft 

North, Edward, «nd Charles Woollons, Dewsbury, Waste Merchants. 
July 18 at 11,30 at the Batley Station Hotel, Batley. Shaw, Dews- 
bury 

Parrish, Thomas, Croydon, Surrey, Grocer. July 15 at lat 4 Arthur 
st East. London Bridge. Carter and Bell, Cneapside 

Parry, Edward, Garston nr Liverpool, Draper. July 20 at 11 at offices 
of Sheen and Broadharst, North John st, Liverpool. Jones, Liver- 


pool 
Parry, Jobn, and Joseph Davis, Bilston, Chartermasters. July 22 at11 
at offices of Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Percival, Jesse, Manchester, Hotel Proprietor. July 18 at 3 at the 
Dog and Partridge Hotel, Fennel st, Manche:ter. Farrington, Man- 
chester 
Ramsay, George, New Broad st, Wine Merchant. July 19 at 3 at 
offices of Hardwick and Jones, Old Broad st . 
Raweliffe, Thomas, St Michae)’s-on-Wyre, Lancashire, Grocer. July 
16 at 3 at offices of Dodd, Lune et, Preston 
Rees, Thomas, Pantyrheol, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler, July 18 
at 12 at offices of Charles, the Parade, Neath 
Rhodes, Samuel, Manningham, Bradford, Chemist. July 17 at 10 at 
offices of Neil), Kirkgate, Bradford 
Rhodes, Thomas, Manningham, Bradford, Farmer. July 17 at 12 at 
offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Rhodes, William Cordlingley, Manningham, Bradford, Stone Mer- 
chant. July 17 at 3 at offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Rimer, John Foley, Stratton St Margaret, Wilts, out of business. July 
15 at 12 at offices of Coleman and Co, North st, Swindon, Wilts 
Rogers, Elizabeth, Birmingh Outfitter’s Assistant. July 17 at 2 at 
the Bell Hotel, Gloucester. Burrup and Coren, Gloucester 
Score, James Henry, Southampton, Beer Retailer. July 24 at 3 st 
cftices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Seyde, George, Willenhal!, Stafford, Drugeist, July 18 at 12 at the 
Peacock Hotel, Snow hil!, Wolverhampton, Clark, Willenhall 
Shaw, Charles, Seacombe, Cheshire, Grocer. July 18 at 2 at offices of 
Stephens and Danger, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Shenton, David, Birmingham, Builder. July 17 at 10 at 11, Temple 
row, Birmingham 
Smithers, George, Cannon st, Ice Merchant, July 17 at 12 at the 
Guildball Coffee House, Gresham st. Philbrick, Basinghall st 
Btorey, George, Gateshead,Grocer. July \7 at 1 at offices of Wilson, 
Collingwood st, Newcastle-on-T ne 
Tanner, Charles, Bear gardens, Southwark, Carman. July 16 at 1 at 
1), Ironmenger lane. Pullen, Basinghall st 
Thompson, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commission Agent. July 
17 at 2 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Tolley, Thomas, Twyning, Gloucester, Farmer. July 19 at 11 at offices 
of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 
Torkington, Alfred, Southport, Ironmonger. July 17 at 3 at offices of 
elsby and Co, Lord st, Southpert 
Vuilleumier, Jean Charles Prosper, Welbeck st, Cavendish *q, Watch 
Mannfceturer. July 22 at 2 at offices of Copp, Essex st, Strand 
Wheeler, John, Windrush, Gloucester, Blacksmith. July 16 at 11 at 
offices of Kilby and Mace, West st, Chipping Norton 
Whitaker, Benjamin, Todmorden, Lancasmre, Watchmaker. Jnly 18 
at 3.30 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Craven, 
Todmorden 
White, William Augustus, Harrow rd, Paddington, no occupation. 
July 31 at 2 at 14, Southampton st, Bloomsbury. Routh and Co 
White, Wiliam Douglas Linsay, Waketield, Excise Officer. July 17 at 
11 at cffizes of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Wilkinson, Thomas, South Shore, Gateshead, Builder. Joly 13 at 2 at 
offices of Wilson, Collirgwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Williams, Henry Jones, Wrexham, Innkeeper. July 25 at 11 at offices 
of Sherratt, Bryrffynnon Newydd, Regent st, Wrextiam 
Wilson, Ben, and Joseph Wilson, juan, Heckmondwike, Builders. July 
16 at 2.20 at offices of Sykes, Ings grove, Heckmondwike 
Wren, Jchn Henry, Wornington rd, Notting hill, Builder. July 22 at 
12 at offices of Knight and Ward, Clement’s inn, Strand 
Wright, Thomas, Linco'n, Builder. July 16 st 11 at offices of Toyn- 
bee and Co, Bank st, Lineoin 
Tuespar, July 9, 1878, 
Ackriil, Allen, Birmingham, Baker. July 19 at 3 at offices of Fallows, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 
Ayres, James John, Devonshire terrace, Addlestone, Boot Mavufac- 
turer. July 20 at 2 at offices of Cogswell, Kailway approach, Loudon 
bridge. Cooper, Chancery lens 
Barnes, William, Watlington, Oxon, Insurance Agent. July 23 at 12 
at the Hare and Hounds Hotel, Watlington. Beale and Martin, 
Reating 
Bartholomew, John, Brentford end, Brentford, Confectioner. July 16 
at 4 at offices of Lay, Staple inn, Holborn 
Belwood, George, Hednesford, Stafford, Dealer in Building Materials, 
Joly 72 at 3 nt offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
ireh, Joseph Eaward, Drosisden, Laneashire, Builder. July 25 at 3 
Ftd Commercial Hote!, Brown st, Manchester, Duckworth, Man- 


cheater 

Boys, Jemes, North Blyth, Northumberland, Inrikeeper. July 22 at 11 
at offices «f Gil others ond Co. Cross House chatnbers, West- 

gate 16, Rew -upon-Tyne. Webb, Morpeth 








Bowyer, Richard, Lower Gornal, Stafford, Batcher, July 18 at ti g 
Boyse, Phili hap Aiaoe, Kemprton, Bettord Oerpeater. 2 
mos, pston, ‘ord, » Jul 
Offices of armen and Smail, St Paul's sq. Bedford y at tt « 
oan Se ten er ene ae ee 
at 3 at the in’s inn m8, 
ag ey 
Branso rge, jun, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Jul 
offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester TBKig 
Bridgland, Stephen, Elizabeth st, Faton eq, Wine Merchant. Ju’ ry 
at 12 at offices of Boyes and Child, Poultry. Bridger and Cale 
King William st 
Britton, Joseph Abraham, Houndsditch, Fancy Warehouseman, Tuy 
26 at 3 at offices of Brett, Leadenhall st. Green, Queen at 
Browne, Robert, and William James Crozier, Gracachurch st, Cw 
Merchants, July 25 at 11 at offices of Ashurst and Co, Old Town, 
Holder, King st, Cheapside 
Buillas, hen Walton, Kateshill. Dudley, Galvanizer, July 20 atl 
at offices of Tinsley, Priory st, Dudley 
Carrington, Thomes Leonard, Willenha!l, Stafford, Ironfounder, Jy 
20 at 11 at the Globe Inn, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bower, 


Bilston 
Chandler, Edward James, Liverpool, Reflector Maker. July 20 at y 
at offices of Cotton, South John st, Liverpool ’ 
Chappel, Alfred, Wern Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. July 2)¢ 

lat offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristy, 
Leyson, Neath A 
Charnley, John, Bolton, Lancashire, Pickle Manufacturer. July dy 
J * the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Robiaen, 
olton 
Cliffe, Owen William, Church, st, Kensington, House Dacorator. Ju 
23 at 3 at offices of Lamb, Bedford row 
Cooper, Francis, Bradford, Grocer. July 20 at 11 at offices of Hath: 
son, Piccadilly chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Corns, Joseph, Samuel Bowers, John Jennings, and Samuel 
Tarnhurst, nr Tunstall, Batty Colliers. Jaly 24 at 11 at offices ¢ 
Sa't, High st, Tunstall 
Coudrey, Edward C.u-e, Manchester, Tailor. July 24 at 12 at 16, 
Cheapside. Stead, Manchester 
Cranston, William Kerr, Oxford rd, Islington, Ornamental Hair May 
facturer. July 22 at 3 at offices of Chorley and Co, Moorgate st 
Crompton, Joseph, Manchester, Hosier. July 24 ac 3 at the Min 
Hotei, Cathedral yard. Marlow, Wanchester 
Daunton, Joseph Payne, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Coach Builder, 
= uly 23 at 3 at offices ot Smith, Sydenham terrace, Weston-sape 
‘are 
Davies, James, Pentre, Glamorgan, Butcher. July 20 at 12 at ofim 
of Morgan, Mill et, Pontypridd 
Denston, James, Birmingham, Grocer. July 23 at 3 at offices of Day, 
Temple row, Birmingham 
Dixon, Benjamin, Woking Station, Surrey, Furniture Daaler, Jay 
at 12 at 162, Fleet st. Durbidge, Guildford 
Duncan, John, Chorlton-upon-Medlrck, Lancashire, Biker. July %e 
3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfuik st, Manchester 
Doxberry, Joseph, Micklethwaite, York, Brewer. ulv 22 at 3atth 
Bull’s Head Inn, Westgate, Bradford. Boocock, Halifax 
Eastwood, James, and Samuel James Eastwood, Liverpool, Com 
Merchants. July 25 at 3 at offices of Quinn, Sonth Jonn st, Liverpal 
Ebsworth, Edwin James, North st, Fiosbury, Butcher. July 22 atds 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Ede. William Henry, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Grocer. July 17 at Iie | 
offices of Roose and Price, North John st, Liverpool, Atwood ai” 
Son, Aberystwith ; 
Ensor, William, jun, Yardley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Ilr 
19 at 12 at offices of Gritfin and Griffia, Temple row, West Birming- 
ham 
Evans, Charles Thomas, Gloucester ri, Peckham, Mercantile Clerk 
July 18 at 2 at offices of Lewis, Copthall buildings, Cop hali court 
Every, Joseph Edward, Boleyn rd, Kingsland, Painter. July 18 at3% 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lana 
Feitham, Frederizk, Portsea, Auctioneer. July 19 at 4 at the Roysl 
Oak Hotel, Queen st, Portsea. King, Portsea 
Fennell, George, Edgware rd, Fancy Goods Importer. July 23 at3% 
offices of Scott and Barham, King st, Cheapside 
Foster, Samuel Joseph, Hoxton st, Oil and Colour Man. July 2hat? 
at offices of Mote, South sq, Gray’s inn 
French, Charles, Luton, Bedford, straw Hat Manufacturers. July 2 
. 3 at the Plait Hall Hotel, Cheapside, Luton. Shepherd and Ewes, 
uton 
Friend, Augustine Edward, Bland ord Forum, Dorset, Horse Dealer. 
July 30 at 1 at oftces of Brennard, Blandford 
Gill, Stephen, Pateley Bridge, York, Farmer. Jaly 22 at 12 at offices 
of Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate 
Gratton, Alfred, Chesterfiel’, Draper. July 25 at 2 at 8, York #, 
Manchester. Stanton, Cresterfield 
Gregg, Robert, aud William Richard Beck, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, 
Lancashire, Costume Manufacturers. July 23 at 3.30 at offices of 
Partington and Allev, King st, Manchester 
Griffiths, William, West Bromwich, Stafford, out of business, Jaly 19 
at 10.30 at offices of Jackson, High st, West Bromwich 
Hadfield, John, Salford, Lancashirs, Pork Bucher. July 24 et 3 
ffices of Addieshaw and Warburton, Nortfo\k st, Manchester 
Hardy, Henry Will.am, Wigston Fields, nr Leicester, Leather Merchant 
July 23 at 12 at offices of Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Leiwester 
Harris, Alfred, Rhv', Fiint, Jeweller. July 25 at 3 at the Crewe Arms 
Hotel, Crewe, Williams, Rhyl 
Hatton, Elizabeth. Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Builder, Jaly 19at 
4 at offices ot Farrar and Hail, Princess st, Manchester 
Haworth, John, Accringion, Lancashire, Drysalter. July 24 at 3 # 
offices of barlow, Dutton st, Accringvon 
Hipkios, Samuel, Tipton, Stafford, out of business, July 19 at 1 
offices of Travis, Church lane. Tipton 
Hirschy, Charies Cesar, Hatton garden, Restaurant Proprietor, Jaly 
22 at 2 at otfices of Thomson and Co, Rood laue, Fenchurch st 
Hook, Robert Edward, Bristol, ship’s Smith. July 1y at 2 ut offices 
Salmon and Henderson, Brod ot 
IWingworth, Samuel Thomas, Sheffield, Builder. July 19 at 3 atthe 
Cutler’s Hall, Charch st, 3uetfielu. Vickers aud Sou, Sheffield 
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Jenkins, Edward, Lordship lane, Dulwich, Asphalte Pavement Con- 
tractor. July 18 at 3 at offices of Jenkins, Tavistock st, Strand 
nham, Painter. July 25 at 3 at offices of Pruen, 


Jones, Edward, Chelte 
Regent st, Cheltenham 
July 22 at 10.15 at offices of 
July 20 at 11 at offices of 


Jones, John, Carmarthen, Hairdresser. 
Griffiths, Bt Mary st, Carmarthen 
I Thomas, Canton, Cardiff, Grocer. 
ones, Cardiff 
, Maurice, Everton, Liverpocl, Butcher. Jaly 26 at 12 at offices 
of and Son, Dale st, Liverpool. Kitson, Liverpool 
Kew, William Richard, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Ballast Contractor, July 
98 at 3 at offices of Peckham and Co, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ com- 
mons 
, Joseph, Lambeth walk, Cheesemonger. 
offices of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st 
Mankin, William, Hunslet, York, Builder, July 17 at 11 at offices of 
Middleton and Sons, Park row, Leeds 
Marshall, Elizabeth, Stoke-upon-Trent, Innkeeper. July 20 at 11 at 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
*Marsha)), John, Lobb Mill, near Todmorden, Timber Merchant. July 
93 at 11.30 at the White Hart Hotel, Todmorden. Eastwood, ‘fod- 
morden 
Marsters, James Saddleton, and Saddleton Marsters, King’s Lynn, 
Norfolk, Merchants. July 19at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee house. 
Beloe, King’s Lyon 
Martin, Joseph, Kirmingham, Bricklayer. July 24 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
indale, Edward Duncan, ~ arig Fancy Goods Dealer. July 20 
at 11 at offices of Hodding, Market House, Salisbury 
Mathews, Henry Benjamin, Percy st, Tottenham court rd, Decorative 
_ Artist. July 27 at 12 at offices of Laing, Old Cavendish st 
Mayes, t, Wolverhampton, Boot Manufacturer. July 24 at 11 
at offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 
Meachem, Thomas, Tipton, Royalty Master. July 20 at11 at offices of 
Priory st, Dudley 
Moffett, John, Oxton, Cheshire, out of business. July 19 at 3 at offices 
of Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Downham, Birkenhead : 
Morgan, Nicholas, Bishopwearmouth, Printer. July 19 at 11 at offices 
of Haswell, John st, Sunderland 
Nelson, John, Workington, Cumberland, Grocer. July 19 at 11.30 at 
offices of Paisley, Bridge st, Workington 
Nicholson, Robert Hedley, and Joseph Nicholson, Sunderland, 
Builders, July 24 at 11 at offices of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
w, Charles, Platt’s Common, nr Barnsley, Provision Dealer. 
July 19 at 11 at offices of Gray, Eastgate, Barnsley 
Owen, Mark, Heath Town, Stafford, Grocer, July 24 at 2 at offices of 
ell, New rd, Willenhall 
Parker, Robert Miilidge, York, Butcher. Jaly 20 at 10 at offices of 
bie, Stonega'e, York 
Peet, John, Tranmere, Cheshire, Journeyman Tailor. July 22 atl at 
offices of Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
Platt, Paul, Bolton, Bookseller, July 22 at 11 at offices of Walker, 
Nelson sq, Bolton 
Poole, Thomas Andrew, Leytcn rd, Stratford, Tailor. July 19 at 10.15 
at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 
Powell, Samuel, and Samuel Powell, jun, Carlton rd, Mile end, Wheel- 
wrights. July 18 at 11 at the Old Catherine Wheel Hotel, Bishops- 
gate st without. Hicks, Grove rd, Victoria park 
Protheroe, Francis Richard Henry, Wellington, Somerset, General 
Merchant. July 20 at 11 at offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol. 
Marly and Sons, Bristol 
Porkis, James, High st, Whetstone, Draper. July 27 at 12 at offices of 
brose and Co, Grecian chambers, Temple 
Robson, Thomas, Darlington, Provision Dealer. July 19 at 3 at offices 
of Clayhills, Coniscliffe rd, Darlington 
Rothwell, Thomas, Hanley, Miner. July 19 at 11.30 at offices of Steven- 
son, Cheapside, Hanley 
Savage, Robert, Willington, Durham, Provision Dealer. July 22 at 11 
at offices of Chapman, Market place, Durham 
Simpson, Sarah, Denbigh st, Pimlico, Riding Mistress. July 20 at 11 
at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone ra 
» Smirfiit, Joseph, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Draper. July 22 at 11 at the 
Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Shaw, Dewsbury 
» Alpheus, and Frederick James Lee Smith, Mark lane, Coal 
Factors, July 23 at 12 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holbora, Becke, 


Eemepten 

Southam, Thomas William, Bolton, out of business. July 24 at 3 at 
offices of March and Butterworth, Bank st, Manchester 

Souther, William, Bishop Auckland, Fishmonger., July 26 at $ at 
offices of Patrick, jun, Newgate st, Bishop Auckland 

Southworth, John, Preston, Hotel Keeper. July 19 at 3 at offices of 
Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 

Steel, William, Leicester, Harness Maker. July 22 at 3 at offices of 

and Brutton, Market place, Leicester 

Steere, Alfred Bateman, Worthing, Draper. July 29 at 12 at 2, Tanfield 
court, Temple. Franklin, Worthing 

Stockton, Tom, South Stockton, York, Bootmaker. July 23 at 3 at 
offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Stubbs, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Dealer.. July 22 at 2 
at offices of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Taylor, William, Weston-super-Mare, out of business. July 28 at 11 
at offices of Smith, Sydenham terrace, Weston-super-Mare 

Telfer, James, Alfred st, Barnsbury, no occupation, July 20at 3 at 
offices of Bucbanan and Rogers, Basinghall s¢ 

Thomas, Morgan, Taffs Wells, Glamorgan, Chemist. July 28 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Tippett, James Joseph, Green st, Bethnal green, Grocer. July 19 at 4 
at offices of Morphett and Hanson, Cheapside. Pettiver, College at, 


les, Great Russell st, Bicomebery, Wine Merchant. Jaly 
Cheapside. Radford, Quality court, Chancery lano 
» Stoney Stratford, Bucks, utcher, July 223 at 2 at 
rand Bullock, Winslow . 
Wilts, Publican, July 19 at 12 at offices 


Jaly 25 at 3 at 


e Sewsbury, ‘Timber M rehant. July 24 at 2 at 
: gy Fen ‘ ‘ 





Walter, John Spencer. Addle et, Umbrella Trimmings Manufacturers - 
iar 17 at 3 at offices of Hendriks, New Cavendish st, Portland 


place 

Walters, Harry, Swindon, Wilts, Batter. July 17 at 10 at offices of 

, Bridge st, New Swindon 

Watson, Henry, Bolton, Potato Dealer. July 15 at 3 at offices of Scow- 
croft, Townhall sq, Bolton 

Wells, Edward, Worton, Wilts, Labourer. July 19 at 11 at offices of 
Day and Marshall, St John st, Devizes 

Westhead, William, and James Westhead, Bolton, out of business. 
July 23 at 3 at offices of Morgan, Fold st, Bolton 

Whitaker, William Henry, Bradford, Ironmonger. July 19 at 11 at 
offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Wilkinson, David, John Wilkinson, Alfred Warren, William Lenton, 
Joseph Liggi Robert Dalton, Henry Smith, Thomas Smith, 
David Hutt, Samuel Shilton, and Joseph Green, Foleshill, Warwick, 
Elastic Web Manufacturers. July 25 at 11 at offices of Hughes and 
Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 

Winfield, Jesse Cornelius, Woodcots end, Epsom, Gent. July 22 at 12 
at offices of Harte, Great Swan alley, Moorgate st 

Winsor, Richard, Morice Town, Devonport, Grocer. July 20 at 12 at 
offices of Scle and Gill, St Aubyn st, Dev nport 

Winetanley, Decimus, Watford, Herts, Wine Merchant. July 24 at 11 
at offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 

Worsloy, Thomas, Bradford, Painter. July 17 at 11 at offices of Harris 
and Hailstone, Market st chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Worth, William, Laceby, Lincoln, Farmer. July 26 at 12.30 at offices 
of Mason, Victoria st, South Great Grimsby 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of ths Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas. 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
a Chocolate, anil may be taken when richer chocolate is pro-- 

ibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systern of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sr ATMO ERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphiet Gratis and Post-free. 


EDE AND 350N 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
Tq He Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench. 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 
before met, for a Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The exis! Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new colour 
is a very rich scarlet red of great beauty, The colour of this ink is 
not affected by use _ parchment, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen,. 

Sold in atone bottles, at ls., 2s., $8.3 and ae Quarts of 
40 ounces at 6s. each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and Is, each. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 
Panett Farms, Gro t House 
aad wy 
or will be sent by postin return 
tion should be received not later 
of the moath. 
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[HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- “GUILDFORD ASSIZES.” 


EsTaBlisHED 1825.—Constituted by Special Acts of Parliament, 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1878, 


The FIFTY-SECOND ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the 
Cempany was held at Edinburgh on Tuesday, the 23rd:of April, 1878. 
COLIN J. MACKENZIE, Esq., of Portmore, in the Chair, when the 
following results were communicated :— 

Amount proposed for assurance during the year 1877 
a ccmntiae eo seicniniceee sateen 210 
ar 


(1,872 DOliGieS) ..cceseeee-cocessccsssececsecccose 1,834,879 8 11 
Annual Premiums on New Policies during the year 






eee i weninctttnaa peaeaMsestbe dosvies eee = 42,220 2-10 
Claims by death during the year 1877, exclusive of 

DONUS AAditIONS ...crecccccccccccccsccccccccssecce 413,875 2 7 
Amount of assurances accepted during the last five 

Reavis aeeucnennis seeseces 6,827,788 10 3 


years . eeeccecsensosees 
Subsisting sssurances at November 15, 1877 (of which 

£1,457,709 1s. 10d. is re-assured with other offices) 18,902,853 12 0 

Revenue, upwards of Three Quarters of a Million Sterling per 

nom. 

Invested Funds, upwards of Five Millions and a Quarter Sterling, 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be 
obtained by application at the offices of the Company in London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin, or at any of the Agencies which have been 
established in almost every town of importance throvghout the 
kivgdom. 

Colonial and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies. 

SPENCER ©. THOMSON, Manager. 

H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 
London—82, King Williem-street, E.C., and 3, Pall-mall-east, 8, W. 
Edinburgh—8 and 5, George-street (Head Office). 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville~street. 

Manchester—110, King-street, 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemserton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 


Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 








Joint 
Secretaries, 





FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
GEstablished 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8. CLAYTON, } 
0. H. CLAYTON, 
6 bakes AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancuzs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong, 

Curnnent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomery with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposrrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal, 
= shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 

pon, 

Brits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates Axo Purcuasys effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same r- 

interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions’ realized 


Every other description of banking busi: 4 
British and Indian transacted. ” J. THOMSON, ¢ Chalten.” 





LONDON GAZE TE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the i Profession to the adva‘ 
of his experience of is of thirty years, in the special in- 
4 &e., and hereby solicits their continue? 


sertion 7 
— . One copy of advertisement only required, and 


thestrietest 
ment and fle of “London Ganntze” kegt, ‘By eppolutment. 





THE WHITE HART HOTEL; 
GUILDFORD. 
UNDER NEW MANAGEMENT. 
WALTER COLEBY 


REGS to announce that he has parehased the Jeasg 
of this old-established FAMILY and COMMERCIAL HOTE! 
which he has fitted up and REFURNISHED in a style to 
modern requirements. The Cellar has been stocked with WINES ang 
SPIRITS of the best Vintages and finest qualities, carcfully selected 
and supplied 4 oneof the first London firms, and cannot fail to giys 
satisfaction, Families visiting the neighbourhood will here find the 
— of d‘home combined with the advantages of a first-clasy 
otel. 
Onparas By Post witt Raceive Prompt ATTENTION, 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 

WHOLESALE -AND RETAIL: STATIONERS 

192, Fleet-street, and 1 & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C, 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 

Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 64., 78. 6d., 7s. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brier Pargsr, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s, 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nore, 3s,, 48, and 5s, per ream, 

Lare@t Caeam-talp Notes, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Laxra@e Buvs Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorgs, Cream on Buus, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ TemPue’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000. 

Footscap Orrictat ENvevores, ls. 9d. per 100, 

Partripee & Cooper’s VeLLum Wove Cxvs-Hovse Nore, 9s, 6d, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthleg 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe ths 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘ PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 





InpENTURE Skins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s, 5d. each, 288, per | 


doz., 135s, per roll. 


Seconps on FoLLowers, Ruled, 2s. 14, each, 24s, per dozen, 115, per : 


roll. 
Recorps o8 Memoriats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books 
An 


immense stock in various bin dings. 





The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notis 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate mm 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAR 


TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and d 


g No charge for sketches. Com 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 





Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), : 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fle 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


LAW COPYING OFFICE: 
75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.0. 
NO CHARGE FOR PAPER. 
DOCUMENTS COPIED 11d. per folio, Engrossed 


PLANS COPIED. 

LAW and GENERAL PRINTING. 

LAW and GENERAL LITHOGRAPHY. 

LAW and GENERAL STATIONERY. 
PARCHMENT .—Indentures ruled and red lined 


for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 248. dozen ; Followers, 22s, dozen. 
ACCOUNT BOOKS of Every Description. 
DIE SINKING and STAMPING. 
COPYING and LEVER PRESSES, 


EDWARD TANN, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBOBE- 
Samples forwarded, Estimates given, 











